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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EsTABLisHeD 1853. 
Capital Stock : --- £400,000 
Debenture Stock inn re ie ... %228,130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 
. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 








IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS xX 


xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 








ESTABLISHED. 1836. 





£ 4,400,000 
£ 600,000 
£2,000,000 
£ 16,000,000 


FUNDS - ° : 
INCOME - - - 
YEARLY BUSINESS - 
BUSINESS IN FORCE 





TdE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovur Prorrts. 


The Rates’ for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





“Age | Premium Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
20 |£178%,| 30 | £116%,| 40 | #2 10%, 





£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration 





| | 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. | 
— of Policy | £1,199 | £1,438 £1,724 £2,067 — 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


Tue Aprpxat List for the present sittings remains almost 
exactly at the same figure as at the commencement of the Hilary 
Sittings. There were then 258 appeals, and there are now 259, 
A year ago there were 322 appeals. 





Tue Cnancery Cause List also, very singularly, stands 
within one of -the number at the commencement of the Hilary 
Sittings. There were then 294 causes and matters, and now 
there are 295. A year ago there were 268. There are 32 
company matters. 





at the commencement of the Hilary Sittings. There were then 
796 causes, and now there are 731. A year ago there were 651. - 
The actions for trial number 548, as against 563 at the commence- 
ment of the Hilary Sittings. 





Ur to the date of writing there has been no intimation of the 
appointment of a successor to Mr. Justice Byrnz, and there has 
been a rather strong impression abroad that no successor wi 
be appointed, and that Mr. Justice Buckury will take over the 
work of the late judge, an extra judge being possibly appointed 
to the King’s Bench Division. e have some reason, however, 
to believe that this impression is unfounded, and that a new- 
judge of the Chancery Division is likely to be shortly announced. 





Ir w11t be observed from the notice of the special general meeting 
of the Law Society on Friday next that Mr. AnrHuR MIpDLETon, 
of Leeds, is to move: ‘That, in view of statements to the effect 
that the New Land Transfer Rules, which came into operation 
on the Ist of January last, have been issued against, or in defiance 
of, the advice of the majority of the Rule Committee appointed 
under the Act of 1897, this meeting is of opinion that if the 
Council does not request its nominee to retire from the Rule. 
Committee, and does not decline to nominate a member in his 
place, the Council will lose the confidence of the country 
members.” It will be remembered that the circumstances con- 
nected with the making of the Land Transfer Rule enabling a 
possessory title to be transmuted at the end of six years into an 
absolute title, as stated by us at the time, were as follow. The 
period, as fixed by the original draft rules, was two years. The 
Committee, by a majority, changed this period to twelve years. 
Thereupon the Lord Chancellor requested the Committee to recon- 
sider their decision as to this matter, and the Committee, after due 
reconsideration, again decided, by the same majority, to retain the 
period of twelve years. The Lord Chancellor then intimated that he 
would of his own motion insert six years as the period in the 





draft rules, which, under the statutory provision, are to be made 
24 





Tue Krvo’s Bencu Cause Lists are slightly reduced from those _ 
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by him “ with the advice and assistance of the Committee.” It 
is probably not too much to say that a more autocratic act was 
seldom perpetrated by a Lord Chancellor, and the question 
recently asked by Sir Henry Fow er in the House of Commons, 
at the request of the Council of the Law Society, failed to elicit 
any explanation. We believe that the Council feel, and always 
have felt, very strongly about the matter, and we hope that 
they and Mr. Mipvtzton will be backed up by a large attend- 
ance to consider the matter. The terms of the resolution may be 
left to be ultimately settled by the meeting, but that a vigorous 
protest should be made no solicitor can doubt. 





Ir 1s interesting to note that in Baily v. British Equitable 
Assurance Co. (1904, 1 Ch. 374) the Court of Appeal have 
declined to follow the ruling in Punt v. Symons & Co. (1903, 
2 Ch. 506) with respect to the power of a company to alter its 
articles of association where the alteration involves a breach of 
contract. The power to alter articles arises under section 50 of 
the Companies Act, 1862, and it has been held that the power 
is exerciseable notwithstanding that the effect of the alteration is 
to alter the rights of shareholders—that is, to alter the contract 
between the members contained in the articles. Thus where 
the articles have provided for a lien only on shares not paid up, 
and shares have been issued on this basis, a lien may be 
= Hy on paid-up shares by: altering the articles so as to 
include in the lien all shares whether paid up or no: Allen v. 
Gold Reefs of West Africa (1900, 1 Ch. 656). In Punt v. 
Symons the principle was carried so far as to sanction an 
alteration of the articles which involved a breach of a contract 
outside of, and independent of, the articles. The articles had 
made certain provisions with respect to the management of the 
company, and the company had entered into a separate contract 
that these provisions should not be altered. It was held that 
the company could not abandon the statutory right to alter the 
articles, though if the effect was to commit a breach of contract, 
there would be a remedy in damages for the breach. But in 
Baily v. British Equitable Assurance Co. (supra) the Court of 
Appeal have drawn a distinction between the rights of a share- 
holder and the rights of an independent contracting party. The 
rights of a shareholder, except so far as they may be protected 
by the memorandum of association, are by statute liable to 

teration. But the case of a contract between an outsider and 
the company is different, and a shareholder is an outsider so far 
as he is not contracting in respect of his shares. A company, so 
the Court of Appeal have held, cannot, by altering its articles, 
justify a breach of contract, and the defendant company were 

recluded, therefore, from altering the regulations as to the 
ivision of profits in reliance upon which the plaintiff had 
become a policy-holder. 


In « paragraph in an evening newspaper we read the words: 
‘‘How may people know that in sending a letter by hand they 
are infringing the law? In a recent postal regulation it is 
stated that the delivery of an addressed letter is an infringe- 
ment of the Postmaster-General’s monopoly.” This is surely an 
inaccurate view of the law. It is true that under the Post 
Office Management Act, 1837, the Postmaster-General has the 
exclusive privilege of performing the incidental services of 
receiving, collecting, sending, despatching, and delivering all 

_ letters, but the privilege is subject to these important excep- 
tions: “ Letters sent by a private friend on his way . . . so as 
such letters be delivered by such friend to whom they shall be 
directed. Letters sent by a messenger on purposes concerning 
the private affairs of the sender or receiver thereof. Letters 
concerning _— sent by a common carrier to be delivered with 
goods which such letters concern.” It will be seen that these 
exceptions extend to most, if not all, of the cases in which letters are 
ordinarily sent by hand. As for “the recent postal regulation,” in 
the first place a regulation cannot supersede the existing law, and 
secondly, the only regulation which we can find bearing on the 
subject is one which, after referring to the foregoing exceptions, 
adds “no person, however, is authorized to make a collection 
of such excepted letters for the purpose of sending them in the 
manner above described.” Phis regulation is apparently 
founded upon the decision of the Court of Queen’s Bench in 





1869 in the case of The Circular Delivery Co. v. Clare. The 
object of the company, as appeared by its memorandum of asso- 
ciation, was to deliver on behalf of its shareholders and members 
circulars, newspapers, periodicals, catalogues, reports, pamphlets, 
printed and other matter in London and elsewhere, and to fold, 
address, and‘contract for printing such matters. A shareholder 
of the company, a French wine-grower, sent a number of docu- 
ments to the company to be sorted and delivered by their 
servants. The court held that a conviction for conveying other- 
wise than by the post letters not exempted from the exclusive 
privilege of the Postmaster-General was right, for the letters 
were not sent by a special messenger, but were delivered to a 
company which carried on a separate business. This company 
did not send the letters on its own private affairs, but undertook 
to deliver them at a certain rate of remuneration for another 
person. The distinction is really too plain for argument. 





Atrnoven the object of our penal statutes is, generally 
speaking, to provide for the punishment of offences against the 
law, the Legislature has in several instances conferred upon 
courts of summary jurisdiction the power of awarding compensa- 
tion to persons aggrieved. In Blackstone’s Commentaries, vol. 
4, s. 364, the learned writer, after observing that it is not 
uncommon where a person is convicted of a misdemeanor 
which principally and more immediately affects some 
individual—as a battery, imprisonment, or the like—for the 
court to permit the defendant to speak with the prosecutor 
before any judgment is pronounced, and if the prosecutor 
declares himself satisfied, to inflict but a trivial punishment, 
thereby enabling the prosecutor to be reimbursed his expenses 
and to receive some private amends without the trouble and 
circuity of a civil action, adds, “this is surely a dangerous 
practice, and through it may be entrusted to the prudence and 
discretion of the judges in the superior courts of record, it 
ought never to be allowed in local or inferior jurisdictions such 
as the quarter sessions, where prosecutions for assaults are by 
this means too frequently commenced rather for private lucre 
than for the great ends of public justice.” But times have 
changed since this opinion was given, and the desire to avoid 
circuity of action and to make an end of litigation as quickly as 
possible has strongly increased. In cases which have recently 
appeared in the metropolitan police-courts, where the defendants 
were charged with allowing ferocious dogs to be at large 
unmuzzled, the defendants, besides being fined, were 
ordered to pay a stated sum as compensation to the 
persons bitten by the dogs. The jurisdiction of the magistrate 
will not be readily understood by persons outside the metropolis, 
for it arises exclusively under the Metropolitan Police Courts 
Act, 1839. By section 54, sub-section 2, “every person who 
shall . . . within the limits of the metropolitan police 
district suffer to be at large any unmuzzled ferocious dog shall 
be liable to a penalty of not more than 40s.,” and by section 62 
‘every person who by committing any offence herein forbidden 
within the said district shall have caused any hurt or damage to 
any person or property shall upon conviction pay such 4 
sum, not more than £10, as shall appear to the magistrate 
before whom he shall be convicted to . reasonable amends to 
the person aggrieved besides any penalty to which he may be 
liable for the offence.” The County Court Acts have rendered 
this provision as to compensation less important than it would 
otherwise have been, but there seems to be no reason why it 
should not be extended to the whole of the United Kingdom. 





On THE last day of the last sittings the Court for Crown Cases 
Reserved gave a decision in Rex v. Humphris which crushed a 
barefaced, but somewhat ingenious, attempt to evade the 
criminal law by taking advantage of a technicality. The 
defendant, being in a state of insolvency, executed a deed of 
assignment by which he conveyed all his property to @ 
trustee for the benefit of his creditors. This deed was 
registered, but his creditors had no knowledge whatever 
of it, the transaction having been carried out entirely 
behind their backs. Notwithstanding the existence of this 
assignment, the defendant retained a considerable sum of 
money, and immediately after the registration of the 
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deed he left England, taking the money with him. He was 
then adjudicated bankrupt, and was subsequently indicted, 
under section 12 of the Debtors Act, 1869, for, within four 
months of his bankruptcy, quitting England and taking with 
him part of his property to the amount of £20 or upwards, 
which ought by law to be divided amongst his creditors. His 
defence was that his act did not come within the section, as the 
money he had taken away was not Ais property or the property 
of his creditors, but the property of the trustee under the 
deed of assignment. The question reserved for the High 
Court was whether he was saved by this peculiarly 
cool defence. Fortunately for the reputation of our 
criminal law, the answer was that the defendant had been 
properly convicted on the indictment. If the answer had been 
otherwise, what a wide and safe door would have been opened 
to the absconding debtor! It is a well-established principle that 
an assignment of property to a trustee for the benefit of 
creditors, behind the backs of, and without communication to 
creditors, raises no trust in favour of the creditors. The debtor 
is himself the cestui que trust, the trust is created for his own 
benefit, and is revocable by him. Applying this principle to 
the facts of the case, it would appear that the money the 
defendant took away with him was his own property, and that 
he came within the letter of the statute. That he came within 
the spirit of the statute goes without saying. Whatever view 
is taken of the law, the money he took away with him ought 
to have been divided amongst his creditors. A more just and 
proper conviction it would be hard to imagine. 





In us striking lecture on “The Vindication of the Legal 
Rights of the Poor in Civil and Criminal Courts,” delivered 
recently before the members of the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ 
Association (ante, p. 370), Mr. Fosserr Lock drew attention to 
some of the weak points in the existing arrangements for the 


' conduct of litigation on behalf of poor persons. The duty of 


providing special facilities for such litigants has been long recog- 
nized in this country, and by the statute 11 Hen. 7, c. 12, it was 
enacted that counsel and attorneys were to be assigned who 
should “do their duties without any reward.” This statute is 
still in force, but for practical purposes it is replaced by R. 8. CO. 
ord. 16, r. 26, which empowers the court, where a person is 
admitted to sue or defend as a pauper—and for this he must 
prove that he is not worth £25, his wearing apparel and the 
subject-matter of the suit excepted—to assign a counsel or 
solicitor, or both, to assist him, ‘‘and a counsel or solicitor so 
assigned shall not be at liberty to refuse his assistance unless he 
satisfies the court or judge that he has some good reason for so 
refusing.” In former times the courts both of common law 
and equity sweetened the office of legal adviser to a pauper client 
by allowing the recovery of fees from the opposite party if the 
litigation was successful, but the practice was stopped as to 
common law by the Rules of Hilary Term, 1853 (see Dooley v. 
Great Northern Railway Co., 4 E. & B. 341), and though “ dives 
costs” continued in equity, the system is now abolished in all 
proceedings in the High Court: R.8.C., ord. 16,r.27. All that 
& solicitor can recover under a taxation against the adverse 
party is his out-of-pocket expenses, including an allowance in 
respect of office expenses: Carson v. Pickersgill § Sons, (33 W. R. 
589, 14 Q. B. D. 859). On the other hand, if the litigation fails, 
the solicitor has no fund out of which he can recover his out-of-' 
pocket expenses. Under these circumstances the position of 
solicitor to a pauper client is not a desirable one, and we gather 
from Mr. Fossrrr Loox’s lecture that, notwithstanding rule 26, the 
court will not assign solicitors or counsel without their consent, 
In Moutrie v. Mitchell (1901, 1 K. B. 596) an attempt was made 
to impose the duty of representing paupers on the official 
solicitor, but that gentleman euamndally contended that his 
remuneration was severely limited and did not admit of his 

g the scope of his functions in the manner suggested. 
Mr. Fossrrr Lock points out that an essential requirement to 
make the existing system work is to provide security for out- 
ot- et expenses, and he urges that the £4,000,000 belonging 
to the suitors’ fund which has been handed over to the Treasury 
be made available for the purpose. When the pecuniary 


ty has thus been got rid of, arrangements, it is suggested, 


can be made for establishing lists of counsel and solicitors to 
whose assistance pauper litigants could have recourse. In Mr. 
Fossetr Locx’s view the present is an opportune time at which ~ 
to press forward this question. We hope it may be found so, 
though in the existing state of the Treasury’s resources it may 
not be easy to get the Chancellor of the Exchequer to relax his 
hold on the suitors’ fund. 





Tae Monzytenpers Act, 1900, has encountered much 
criticism, and it seems possible that it may have no greater 
success than previous enactments for the control of usury. In 
Lerene vy. Greenwood, in which CuannELL, J., gave judgment on 
the 21st of March, the action was to recover from the defendant, 
a farmer and Government contractor, of Aldershot, £345, alleged 
to be due under a promissory note given by the defendant to 
the plaintiff on the 15th of September, 1903. The defendant 
prayed for an account of the transactions between him and the 
plaintiff, and for relief under section 1 of the Act. It appeared 
that the defendant, having read an advertisement of the plain- 
tiff’s business, wrote to the plaintiff for a loan, and that on the 
8th of January, 1903, the plaintiff's husband, who acted as her 
manager, called upon the defendant, and after some negotiations 
paid him £200, in consideration of which the defendant gave his 
promissory note for £250, to be paid by four equal monthl 
instalments, and upon the terms that if there was default 
in the payment of any one of the instalments when due, 
the balance of the whole debt should become payable. 
On the 14th of February the defendant paid £50 on account of 
the instalment then due, but nothing further was paid by him in 
respect of that note. This note was renewed and other notes 
were given by the plaintiff repayable by instalments on the same 
terms as the first note, and a further advance was made to the 
defendant. The defendant made payments on account, but 
never paid any instalments on these notes. Finally, in con- 
sideration of the surrender of the last note, the defendant gave a 
new promissory note for £345 on the same terms as the previous 
notes. The action was in respect of this note. The defendant 
had received in all £400 from the plaintiff and had paid her 
£321 15s. for principal and interest. The learned judge, after 
observing that the question was whether the interest was 
“excessive,” and the transaction “ harsh and unconscionable ” 
within the meaning of the Act, said that the defendant as a man 
of business thoroughly understood what he had to pay for the 
loan, so that it did not appear that the rate of interest was 
“excessive” or the transaction “harsh and unconscionable.” 
But there was the additional fact that the defendant did 
not understand that if he failed to pay his first instalment the 
result would be that, instead of paying £50 for the loan of £200 
for four months he would pay £50 for the loan for one month 
only. The learned judge was of opinion that a case such as 
that—where one party understood the effect of the bargain and 
did not explain it to the other party ignorant of the effect of it— 
was brought within the section. The defendant had, with full 
knowledge, agreed to pay interest at the rate of 2s. per pound 
per paren and he woul order the defendant to pay the mages 
remaining unpaid and interest at that rate, giving him relief 
from the payment of interest over that amount. The reasoning 
of the learned judge is to some extent analogous to that adopted 
by the Court of Admiralty in setting aside a salvage agreement 
on the ground that the facts were not correctly apprehended by 
one or both of the contracting parties. A loan to be repaid by 
instalments, the interest to deducted from the amount 
advanced, and the whole nominal amount of the loan to be due 
and recoverable upon default in the payment of any one instal- 
ment, is a transaction much more easily understood by the lender 
than the borrower, and there is no injustice in requiring that the 
strictest precautions shall be taken to inform the debtor of the 
full extent of the liability undertaken by him. 





A very important decision was given this week in Norman 
v. Walder by the Court of on the construction of 
the Workmen’s Com tion Act. The injured man was 





a skilled mechanic who had lost a finger by an accident 
in the course of his employment. He had been earning 
37s. a week, and he was awarded compensation under the 
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Act to the amount of 18s. 6d. His injury seems to have 
quite incapacitated him for his ordinary calling, and he 
was paid this weekly amount for two years. It then came 
to the knowledge of his former employers that he was carrying 
on the business of a baker with the assistance of his wife 
and other members of his family whom he had supported 
before the accident. The employers accordingly applied to the 
county court judge to terminate or diminish the weekly pay- 
ments on the ground that the workman was earning money. 
The county court judge decided that the employers were not 
entitled to have the weekly payments diminished or terminated 
because the man was making money by trading, but only if he 
were earning wages for an employer with whom he stood 
in the relationship of master and servant. On appeal, 
the Court of Appeal have reversed this decision, and 
referred it back to the county court judge to inquire 
what proportion of the respondent’s trade profits were due 
to his own exertions, holding that that amount was his earnings 
within the meaning of the Act, which should be taken into 
account in deciding whether the compensation should be 
diminished or terminated. It is provided in paragraph 2 of the 
first schedule to the Act that in fixing the weekly amount pay- 
able “‘ regard shall be had to the difference between the amount 
of the average weekly earnings of the workman before the 
accident and the average amount which he is able to earn after 
the accident.” Now, it is clear that ‘‘earnings” in the 
first part of this sentence means earnings in the nature of 
wages; and it is reasonable to argue that “the amount 
which he is able to earn” in the second part of the sentence 
also has regard only to earnings as wages. This was the view 
of the lower court but not of the Court of Appeal, who held that 
earnings other than wages received from an employer should 
be considered. According to the higher court, the arbitrator, 
when asked to diminish the weekly compensation, should 
ascertain how farthe money-earning capacity of the workman 
had been altered, and if it was as good as it was before the 
accident, that fact should be taken into consideration, although the 
source of income was not wages earned from an employer. If this 
case is taken to the House of Lords we shall be curious to see how it 
is decided, for we are by no means confident that the Court of 
co is right. If the decision is right, then a very wide field 
of inquiry will be opened in a number of these cases. From 
the point of view of public policy, we believe it will be found 
that the decision is a mischievous one. It will prevent injured 
men from doing their best for themselves, and will put a 
premium on idleness. Where an injured artizan can no longer 
work at his calling, or with his hands, there are many small 
trades and employments open to an industrious man. Such 
persons should be encouraged, as far as possible, to find such 
openings ; but if they know that success will bring loss of their 
compensation, probably few of them will make the attempt. 





As wILL be seen from the letter from our esteemed correspon- 
dent Mr. F. K. Munton, which we print elsewhere, there are 
two gentlemen who are giving a great deal of trouble with 
reference to the question of the Fathership ofthe Bar. One of 
them, if living, is apparently entitled to that dignity, but 
although his name appears in the Law List year after year, Mr. 
Munton does not believe he is living, and he now formally 
challenges his existence. We regret that the terms of the 
statute of 6 Anne, c. 72—‘‘ An Act for the more effectual dis- 
covery of the Death of persons pretended to be alive to the 
prejudice of those who claim estates after their Deaths ’—do 
not appear to cover the present case, so all that can be done is 
to reccrd Mr. Munron’s challenge, and to give notice that unless 
the gentleman referred to is produced and shewn to Mr. 
Munton within a reasonable period, he will be deemed to have 
forfeited his right to the Fathership of the Bar. 








Mr. Justice Grantham, says the St. James’s Gazette, has made a record, 
even for 4 sporting judge, within the past fivedays. He has been cross- 
examined as a witness in an assault case at Lewes, he has acted as judge at 
the Bar Point-to-Point Steeplechase, he has been the victim of a very 
clever robbery at Baker-street Station, and on Wednesday he was sittin 
in the ooo toga again as serene as if nothing out of the common had 

im. 





Express Trusts. 
I. 


Ir is a little singular that courts of equity, whose jurisdiction jg 
so largely concerned with the subject of trusts, should have found 
so much difficulty in ascertaining what is to be understood by 
an express trust. That some trusts are express and some con- 
structive has long been recognized, and it has been recognized 
that constructive trusts are liable to be barred by the Statute of 
Limitations, while express trusts are not. And this important 
practical result frequently makes it of vital importance to dig. 
tinguish the one class from the other. But the difficulty of 
doing so is shewn by the leading cases of Burdick v. Garrick 
(18 W. R. 387, 5 Ch. 233) and Soar v. Ashwell (42 W. R. 165; 
1893, 2 Q. B. 390), and now again by the decision of Kexewion, 
J., in North American Land, §c. Co. v. Watkins (52 W. R, 
360). 

s long as the term “express trust’ is kept to its proper 
meaning, the matter is easy enough. To constitute an express 
trust, said Krypersixy, V.C., in Petre v. Petre (1 Drew., p. 393), 
there must be a trust “expressly declared by a deed, or a will, 
or some other written instrument”; and in Cunningham v. Foot 
(3 App. Cas., p. 984) Lord Carrns, C., defined an express trust 
as ‘‘a trust which arises upon the construction of the written 
instrument, not upon any inference of law imposing a trust 
upon the conscience; a trust arising upon the words of the 
instrument itself.” Of course in cases not concerning land, 
where the trust may be parol, these definitions require modifica- 
tion: see Sands to Thompson (22 Ch. D. 614); but the idea is the 
same. The express trust must be declared in writing or by word 
of mouth. It must not arise by construction merely. The principle 
is not infringed by the fact that certain cases of resulting trast 
are held to be express. A resulting trust may arise purely 
by operation of law, and then it is not express. But there are 
also resulting trusts where the actual trust—the separation of 
the legal and beneficial interest—has been created in writing, 
and all that the law does is to supply a defect in the object of 
the trust. Thus where trust property results to an heir-at-law it 
is deemed to be held by the trustee upon an express trust: 
Patrick v. Simpson (24 Q. B. B. 128). And similarly where a 
trust has been created and a stranger assumes to act in it he 
renders himself liable as an express trustee: Life Association of 
Scotland v. Siddall (3 D. F. & J. 58). 

So far it is easy to see why certain trusts are called express 
trusts, and when once they are brought within this category 
they are subject to the rule that time is no bar to an express 
trust save in cases where this rule has been modified by 
statute. But there are cases where a trust is dealt with as an 
express trust although it has not been expressly created 
in the above sense, and where the trustee is not allowed 
to plead the statute. The leading authority is Burdick v. 
Garrick (supra), where an agent, who was a_ solicitor 
in London, held a power of attorney from his principal 
in America to sell his property and to invest the proceeds 
in the principal’s name. The agent received certain moneys 
under the power and paid them into a bank to the account 
of his firm. The principal died intestate in 1859, and in 1868 
his widow, as his administratrix, commenced a suit against the 
agent for an account. Under these circumstances it does not 
seem to have been suggested in the judgments in the Court of 
Appeal that there was an express trust. Girrarp, L.J., spoke ofa 
“direct trust,” but this is a different term and its interpretation 
is a separate matter. The decision was based upon the fact that 
there was a fiduciary relation of such a nature as to exclude the 
Statute of Limitations. Lord Haruertry, ©., after pointing out 
that a banker is not in a fiduciary relation with respect to money 
handed to him, observed: “In the present case we have an 
agent who is entrusted with those funds, not for the purpose of 
being remitted when received to the principal, but for the pur- 

ose of being employed ina particular manner in the purchase of 
fand or ak ; and which moneys the factor or agent is bound to 
keep totally distinct and separate from his own money ; and 1n no 
way whatever to deal with or make use of them. How a person 
who is entrusted with funds under such circumstances differs 
from one in an ordinary fiduciary position I am unable to se 
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That being so, the Statute of Limitations appears to me to have 
no application to the case.” 

The point taken here, that the agent was authorized to receive 
the money, not for the purpose of being remitted to the prin- 
cipal, but for the purpose of application on behalf of the 

rincipal in a specific manner, does not seem very intelligible. 
he exclusion of the statute rests upon the existence of con- 
fidence between the principal and the agent, and the principal 
laces, it might be supposed, exactly the same kind of confidence 
in the agent when he authorizes the receipt of money, whether the 
money is to be remitted to the principal or is to be invested on 
his behalf, and in some subsequent cases there has been a 
disposition to restrict the operation of Burdick v. Garrick to the 
articular circumstances of that case. In Watson vy. Woodman (20 

. 721) Haut, V.C., remarked that it depended on the special 
nature of the deed under which the moneys were to be received 
and invested, and in Friend v. Young (1897, 2 Ch. 421) 
SrirxtinG, J., intimated his concurrence with this view. It is at 
any rate clear that the mere relation of principal and agent is not a 
fiduciary relation so as to turn the agent into a trustee of any moneys 
which he receives on behalf of his principal, and this result is not 
altered by the fact that the agent is a solicitor and is acting as 
such. This was decided by Kinperstey, V.C., in Re Hindmarsh 
(8 W. R. 203, 1 Dr. & Sm. 129), and was recognized byHat, V.C., 
in Watson v. Woodman (supra), where he said: ‘‘ Re Hindmarsh 
is an authority that the relation of trustee and cestui gue trust 
does not ordinarily exist between solicitor and client, although 
the solicitor may have received moneys from or for the client.” 

The decision in Burdick vy. Garrick (supra) has, as might be 
expected, been followed by various attempts to reconstruct the 
doctrine of equity which in the case of certain trusts forbids the 
application of the statute. In Banner v. Berridge (29 W. R. 844, 
18 Ch. D. 254) Kay, J., observed that the judgment of Lord 
HarHERLeEY, C., quoted above, enlarged the definition of an express 
trust which had been given in Petre v. Petre (supra), and that, under 
it, ‘a man may be bound by an express trust where moneys, which 
in no sense belong to him and in which he has no kind of interest, 
or goods, plate, or jewels are placed.in his hands by the 
real owner as depositee of them, and that without any writing 
or even expression in words that it was to be a trust.” “That,” he 
said, ‘ would come, according to Lord HatHertey’s dictum here, 
within the definition of express trust, and that seems extremely 
reasonable; and, therefore, we must conclude that the express 
trust is somewhat larger than what Kinperstey, V.C., defines it 
to be in” Petre v. Petre, The learned judge also proceeded to 
— out that the dictum of Lord Haruertey really went 

yond the requirements of Burdick v. Garrick. It appears, 
indeed, that the trust there might very well be regarded as 
express in the ordinary sense, that is, as a trust expressed by a 
written instrument. The agent received the moneys under his 
power of attorney, and this gave specific directions as to the 
mode in which they were to be applied. After referring to the 
nature of the power of attorney, Kay, J., continued: “‘ Therefore, 
in that particular case, there was as plain an expression of a 
trust as could well be; but still the remarks which I have read 
from Lord Harnertey’s judgment go much further, and shew 
that there may be an express trust without any actual expression 
in words, where property and money wholly or solely belonging 
to a person who deposits is deposited with another person for 
the benefit of the depositor.” , 

It is possible that those judges have taken the safer cours 
who have regarded Burdick vy. Garrick as decided upon its 
special circumstances and have declined to look upon it as 
establishing any extension of settled principles. But the 
general tendency has been to treat it as involving, if not an 
extension of “‘ express trusts,” yet as bringing certain other 
trusts within the principles which are applicable to express 
trusts. The most important instance of an attempt to settle 
how far this new departure is to be carried is afforded by Soar 
V. Ashwell (42 W. R, 165; 1893, 2 Q. B. 890). In that case 
certain moneys which formed part of the trust funds passing 
under a will had been received by the solicitor to the trustees 
and had not been accounted for. The solicitor died in 1879, and 
in 1891 an action was commenced to recover the moneys from 
his estate. It was held by Day, J., that the solicitor had been a 
constructive trustee only, and that the action was barred. The 





Court of Appeal, however, held that, whatever the exact nature 
of the trust may have been, he was to be treated as . 
having been in the position of an express trustee, and that 
the statute did not apply. Lord Esuer, M.R., in his judgment 
drew a clear distinction between (1) express trusts properly 
so-called, (2) relations which are merely contractual, and involve 
no question of trust, and (3) relations where a trust is raised by 
construction. The present case was not within the first class, 
and if it had been a mere case of misappropriation the trust 
would have been at most constructive. But the case was 
assimilated to an express trust by the fact that the solicitor was 
in a fiduciary position before the misappropriation. ‘‘ Where,” 
said Lord Esner, ‘a person has assumed, either with or 
without consent, to act as a trustee of money or other property, 
that is, to act in a fiduciary relation with regard to it, and has in 
consequence been in possession of, or has exercised command or 
control over such money or property, a court of equity will 
impose upon him all the liabilities of an express trustee, 
and will class him with and will call him an express 
trustee of an express trust.” Bowery, L.J., after classifying 
the cases to which the doctrine that time is no bar 
in the case of express trusts had been extended, arrived 
at a similar result: ‘It has been established beyond doubt by 
authority binding on this court that a person occupying a 
fiduciary relation, who has property deposited with him on the 
strength of such relation, is to be dealt with as an express, and 
not merely a constructive trustee of such property. His posses- 
sion of such property is never in virtue of auy right of his owa, 
but is coloured from the first by the trust and confidence in 
virtue of which he received it.’”” And he brought the present 
case within this rule by stating that the solicitor stood in a 
fiduciary relation to the trustees, and on the strength of it 
received the property from them. This is not altogether clear, 
for the reasoning would apply apparently to every case of 
agency. It is perhaps more pertinent to point out, as Kay, 
L.J., did, that there was an existing trust affecting the money, 
and that of this trust the solicitor had notice. But the general 
effect of Soar v. Ashwell in developing the doctrine of Burdick v. 
Garrick (supra) we must leave for another article. 
( To be continued.) 








The Late Mr. Justice Byrne at 


the Bar. 


(By a Solicitor.) 


To an old Chancery hand, it seems but yesterday that on a certain 
afternoon in January, 1897, Mr. Byrwg, Q.C., received the Chancellor’s 
letter offering him the judgeship left vacant by reason of Mr. Justice 
CHITTY’s promotion to the Court of Appeal, and walked out of court, 
never to plead at the bar again. 

I cannot recall any other promotion to the bench that was received 
with such a chorus of approval. There was no admixture of sur- 
prise; for Mr. ByRN& had few rivals and everyone had anticipated 
that his seat in Parliament would turn the scale in his favour. The 
profession acknowledged that, politics or no politics, he deserved his 
judgeship, and the appointment was hailed with enthusiasm. 

It was a wonder to many that the late judge lived to secure the 
fruits of his Parliamentary career. During the progress of the 
Finance Bill through the House of Commons, I was pretty often in 
his big room in Stone-buildings, overlooking the inn gardens; and 
though the Member for Walthamstow always showed his old mastery 
of the facts of the case, and flashes of his old humour were rarely 
wanting, his languor and weariness, and the array of physic bottles 
on the mantelpiece, told their own tale. : 

I am not sure that any of the tributes which have been paid to his 
memory have done full justice to his merits as an advocate. He 
seemed to conduct his cases so smoothly, and to work in such entire 
subjection tothe views and wishes of his judge. tbat superficial observers 
were apt to suppose that pliancy and adroitness were his chief 
characteristics. ‘‘ BYRNE can say ‘As your lordship pleases’ better 
than any other man at the bar,” was the rather spiteful comment of 
a brother barrister, which enjoyed a considerable vogue a good many 
years ago. But the sneer was undeserved, for though his forensic 
manner was particularly winning and deferential, he never failed to 
urge all that was necessary in his client's interest. The fact is, he 
shared to the full that admiration, almost approaching reverence, 
which the late Sir Josepu Currry inspired in all who practised before 








him; and his own mind was always of a judicial cast. He never 
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opened a case without a full knowledge of the facts, and a clear 
appreciation of the strong and weak points; and he had, too, 
an accurate foreknowledge of the impression that the facts would 
produce on the mind of his judge. 

Sir JoszpuH Cuirty’s judicial greatness was marred by no prejudice or 
caprice. Asa man, he had a warm heart and a manly hatred of 
oppression or bad faith ; but sitting as a judge, all his natural 
impulses were subordinated to the duty which his office laid upon him 
—the duty of administering justice according to law. Dealing with 
such a judge as this, there was no need for counsel to labour a good 
: and what could the client gain by his attempting to labour a 

one ? 

In consultation, it was a foible of the late judge to affect to treat 
the case in a light and airy way, and to speak as if he had not given 
nmuch labour to the papers; but as the easy chat proceeded, it became 
manifest that he had a thorough knowledge of the facts and had 
made up his mind as to the best way of handling them. His fore- 
thought in anticipating possible difficulties was almost unerring, 
and his adroitness in devising answers surpassed that of any of his 
contemporaries. This had a good deal to do with the ease and smooth- 
ness with which he won his actions. 

Away from his own judge, he could be full of energy if the occasion 
demanded it. I remember instructing him to oppose a motion that 
Mr. Justice STiRLING was to take for his brother Cuirry. Rejoicing 
in the knowledge that he had his adversary on unfamiliar ground, 
the junior who appeared for the applicant, opened with a flamboyancy 
rarely met with in Chancery, but to the astonishment of all, Mr. 
BYRNE paid him back in his own coin. The easy coolness so familiar 
to the haunters of Chancery Court I. had disappeared; and to the 
intense amusement of Mr. Justice STIRLING, he drove his points home, 
rhetorically and with abundant action. 

Only once in his own court did I see him depart from his usual 
placid methods. The case I refer to was an action to set aside a 
deed. Though the hardship of the plaintiffs position was undeniable, 
the law seemed hopelessly against him. But before Mr. 
Byrne had proceeded far with his examination in chief, 
the facts began to shape themselves much more favourably 
than had been anticipated. From the first the late judge had taken 
a strong view of the plaintiff's moral right to the relief he claimed, 
and as soon as he saw a possibility of winning the action he threw 
himself heart and soul into the fray. When thedefendant’s witnesses 
were called, he confronted them with a buoyancy that no gladiator of 
the common law side could have excelled ; and by across-examination 
that was at once neat, pointed, and vigorous, he bowled them over like 
sO many ninepins. With the collapse of the fifth or sixth witness the 
case ended in a consent judgment for the rectification of the deed. 

Not the least of the late judge’s attractive qualities was his sense 
of humour. A joke—even a very small joke—never came amiss with 
him. I remember his asking me in reference to a Welsh case 
whether the country solicitor was in attendance, and how he laughed 
when I told him that the action had come into the paper 
unexpectedly, and my learned client was still skipping about his 
native hills trying to pick up evidence. Once or twice afterwards 
he inquired whether the absent one was any the worse for his 
exertions. Throughout his career Sir EpmMuND BYRNE was a model 
of decorum, but he was not blind to the comic aspect which even 
moral delinquency can sometimes present. 

‘‘Where’s our clergyman?” he whispered to me on one occasion, 
as I sat below him in the ‘‘ well”; ‘I shall call him next.” 

‘‘T'll have him fetched.” 

‘* Where is he?” 

‘* He’s taking a stroll outside. He pleaded so hard for a whiff of 
tobacco that we let him go; but he gave his word of honour he 
wouldn’t enter a public-house.”’ f 

“« Was that necessary ?”’ he asked, much astonished. 

‘* Absolutely necessary. in his case.” 

For a moment Mr. Byrng’s face wore a look of amazement and 
disgust, but the incongruity that lay in the exaction of such a promise 
from a clergyman overcame his sense of propriety, and he fell back, 
convulsed with subdued laughter. 

It must be admitted that as a judge he did not live long enough to 
fulfil all the hopes that attended his promotion. To discuss the merits 
or defects of his administration of justice does not fall within my 
province, and on this subject I cannot profitably add anything to 
what has already been said in these pages with so much sympathy 
and insight. But elsewhere so much stress has been laid upon his 
alleged slowness and timidity that, without suggesting that he was a 
great judge, I venture to assert that if ever a man deserved the 

utation of a good judge, he is entitled to that honour. That he 
did his duty to the utmost of his capacity, and with a patience and 
gentleness that overstrain or ill-health could never disturb, has been 
acknowledged on all hands; and true it is, as has been stated in these 
columns, that of all the Chancery judges he was the best beloved. 

No suitor ever left Chancery Court II. with the galling conscious- 


ness that his cause had not been heard, but had merely been got rid | 











of. No case was ever shirked because it was tedious or intricate; no 
counsel was ever, by veiled references to the statutory discretion ag to 
costs, or by mocking or offensive comments from the bench, coerced 
into a settlement that fell short of the client’s legal rights; and 
no cause or matter, ripe for hearing, was ever huddled away into 
chambers with the subject of the dispute undetermined because the 
judge was too indolent to grapple with it. 

‘‘ Hath borne his faculties so meek; hath been so clear in his great 
office,” may fitly serve as epitaph for Mr. Justice BYRNE. 








Reviews. 


Common Law. 


PRINCIPLES OF THE CoMMON LAw. INTENDED FOR THE USE oF 
STUDENTS AND THE PROFESSION. By JOHN INDERMAUR, Solicitor, 
TENTH Epirion. By the AvTHOR and CHARLES THwairzs, 
Solicitor. Stevens & Haynes. 


The appearance of a tenth edition of Indermaur on Common Law 
shews that the work has established for itself a safe position. In accord- 
ance with a recognized convention, common law is taken to comprise the 
two subjects of contract and tort, and these occupy Parts I. and IL; 
Part ITI. deals with damages and with the law of evidence in civil 
cases. To reduce the principles of these subjects into a convenient 
volume requires a considerable faculty for condensation, but in the 
present work brevity is attained without sacrifice of clearness, as may 
be seen, for instance, from the statement in Part I., chapter 2, of the 
essentials of » contract. One of the most important questions 
on contract which have recently been considered is that relating 
to the liability of agents who have exceeded their authority, and 
Starkey v. Bank of England (1903, A. C. 114) and other cognate cases 
are neatly summarized at p. 149. And the liability of a wife on her 
contracts, and of a husband for goods ordered by his wife—matters 
which are continually before the practitioner—are conveniently stated 
at pp. 250-254. In Part II. the general distinction between contract 
and tort is first explained, and the chapter on torts arising from 
negligence is made the occasion for a summary of the statutory pro- 
visions and the authorities relating to workmen's compensation. The 
chapter on evidence in civil cases also is very carefully written, and 
furnishes the student with a clear view of the principles upon which 
the conduct of litigation is in the last resort based. 





Registration of Title. 


REGISTRATION HANDBOOK : BEING A PRACTICAL ARRANGEMENT OF THE 
LAND TRANSFER ACTS OF 1875 AND 1897, AND THE RULES, FORMS, 
FEES, AND ORDERS THEREUNDER. ALSO CONCISE INSTRUCTIONS 
UNDER THE ABOVE ACTS AND THE TRANSFER OF LAND AcrT, 1862, 
TO WHICH IS ADDED A TABLE SHEWING THE AMOUNT OF FEES 
PAYABLE (UNDER PARAGRAPHS A, B, AND E, OF THE FEE ORDER, 
1903) on DEALINGS UP TO £6,000 IN VALUE. By GEORGE ABBOTT, 
Chief Clerk, Land Registry, and GEorex I. Hott, Solicitor-Clerk, 
Land Registry. TurrD EpiTion. The Solicitors’ Law Stationery 
Society (Limited). 


The practice under the Land Transfer Acts has become, 
in consequence of the mode in which the Act of 1875 
has been altered by the Act of 1897, and of the multiplica- 
tion of rules, a matter of no little difficulty and complication, 
and practitioners will doubtless appreciate the attempt which is made 
in the present volume to consolidate the whole of these provisions. 
Thus, after a few pages of concise instructions as to the mode in 
which ordinary transactions at the registry should be carried out, the 
remainder of the book is devoted to an arrangement of the statutes 
and rules by which the various provisions affecting the same 
subject-matter are brought together. For this purpose the Act of 
1875 is taken as the basis, and the provisions of the later Act and the 
rules are interposed in their appropriate places, the use of the book 
being also facilitated by cross-references. The book forms a very 
handy guide to the practice on registration of title. 





Probate and Divorce, 


PRACTICE OF THE PROBATE AND Divorce Division. By FRED. 
Woop, Barrister-at-Law. Partridge & Cooper (Limited). 

This work deals with the practice in Divorce, with the practice, both 
contentious and non-contentious, in Probate, and with estate duty. 
It does not follow the ordinary methods whereby an author either 
states in some sort of logical order the points of his subject or sets 
out the statutes and rules with suitable annotations. Instead of this 
the author has adopted a system of minute sub-division under 
alphabetical headings, though his style is not such as to afford the 
reader assistance in discovering any particular point he is m 
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search of. And generally, throughout the work, the system of 
analytical sub-division is carried too far. This is so, for instance, in 
the statement of the cases decided under the Finance Acts. But the 
practitioner who can surmount the difficulties furnished by the form 
of the work, will find copious information on the subjects treated of. 








Correspondence. 


Right to Light. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 

Sir,—I should be obliged if you or any of your readers would 
enlighten me on the following point. 

A. is the owner of a house which has been built less than twenty 
years. B. has been for some years the occupying tenant, probably on 
a yearly agreement. 

The house has windows overlooking the land of C. 

C., fearing that his neighbour A. may acquire a right of light, has 
got him to sign a document which is sufficient to prevent the acquisi- 
tion of the right, so far as A. can prevent it. 

How does this affect the tenant B.? If his tenancy continues for 
twenty years, will he be able to claim the light unless he also signs 
an agreement ? 

Of course A. cannot take away from B. any right which he already 
possesses, but B. has no right of light at the present time, and I am 
inclined to think that the agreement signed by A. is sufficient to 
prevent B. from acquiring such a light by user. 

The language of the Prescription Act is very general. 

April 9. W. H. W. 





The Delays at Somerset House. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 

Sir,—May I be permitted, through your columns, to again call 
attention to the inconvenience and delay, occasioned by the present mode 
of dealing with accounts upon which duties have to be assessed at the 
Estate Duty Office? Some time since I sent some accounts relating 
to a small estate to Somerset House, and after about a month’s delay 
I received them back, with an intimation they should be presented 
on another form. This fresh form I forwarded to the proper office 
upwards of a fortnight since, but so far I have not had even a formal 
acknowledgment of the receipt of the document. 

Under the system formerly in vogue the whole matter would have 
been disposed of, and the duty paid, in a less number of hours than 
that of weeks which have elapsed since the papers were first sent 
in. 
The present system must, it seems to me, increase the labours of 
the officials, as queries which could have been disposed of easily by 
verbal explanations now involve a large amount of correspondence, 
and whilst this is proceeding the unfortunate beneficiary has to wait, 
and frequently odie by reason of the delay. 

I think it is quite time pressure was brought to bear on the 
authorities to remedy this evil, and the present system of delay ought 
not to be tolerated. Lex. 

London, April 13. 





Longevity in the Legal Profession. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—It is many a year since I began to study the great age to 
which some members of our craft attain. Although I am in the 
evening of my own life (aid have ceased to pull the labouring our) 
Tam quite a youth compared to the following gentlemen, sll of whom 
commenced to practise before I was born. They were all called or 
admitted in the reign of William IV.: Barristers.—W. J. G. Hake, 
called the 8th of May, 1835; Arthur Burrows, called the 22nd of 
November, 1836, Solicitors.—R. J. Emmerson (Deal), Mich. 1833; 
A. 8. Field (Leamington), T. 1834; W. J. Beckingsule (Ryde), T. 
1835; F. H. Janson (London), M. 1835. My personal acquaintance 
extends only to the last named gentleman (an ex-member of the 
Council like myself), and I cannot but record my hearty good wishes 
to him and his co-nonagenarians. Francis K. Munron. 

Bexhill-on-Sea, April 11. : 

P.S.—In this year’s Zaw List a Mr. F. C. Belfour and a Mr. E. J. 
Barker are stated to have been called to the bar in 1833 and 1835 
respectively. No addresses are given, and I have several times 

enged their existence, deaths of barristers not being recorded on 
any definite principle. The whole list wants revising, and amongst 
other things it would be convenient to divide the list into those with 
addresses and those with none. One’often wants to find quickly men 
who are in practice. Those who give no addresses are virtually mere 
honorary barristers. But this is a Heal outside the scope of the present 
a, though, with your permission, I may recur to the subject later 





Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
NORMAN & BURT ». WALDER. No. 1. 12th April. 


Master and Servantr—Accrpent—CompeEnsATION—Reviewinc AWARD— 
Prorits in Bustness Ser Up py Workman Since Accrpent—WoRKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), Scugpuez I., crauses 2, 12. 


Appeal from a decision of the late Judge Martineau, sitting at the 
Haywards Heath County Court, under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897. The respondent, Walder, was a machinist in the employment 
of the appellants, Norman & Burt, who were builders, and he was receiving 
wages of 37s. a week. In May, 1901, he met with an accident in his 
employment, whereby he lost the top joint of one of his fingers, and in 
August, 1901, an award was made in his favour under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, for a payment of 18s. 6d. a 
week. In May, 1903, the employers applied under Schedule L., 
clause 12, of the Act to have the weekly payment ended or 
diminished, on the ground that since the accident, and shortly before the 
award, the respondent commenced business as a baker on his own account, 
and. was now earning money fromthe business. The county court judge, 
having heard evidence as to the business and as to the profits thereof, came 
to the conclusion that there were profits derived from the business, but he 
held that that fact was immaterial, because, in his opinion, trade profits 
in a business carried on by an injured workman on his own account ought 
not to be taken into account in seeing whether the weekly payment 
awarded should be ended or diminished, such profits not bein 
‘* earnings ’”’ within the meaning of clause 2 of Schedule I, which pea 
to earnings in the nature of wages received from an employer. He - 
ingly refused to take them into consideration and dismissed the application. 
The employers appealed. 

Tue Court (Coiiims, M.R., and Romer and Marnew, L.JJ.) allowed the 


a 3 

.. M.R., said that the question turned upon clause 2 of Schedule I. 
to the Act, which provided that ‘‘in fixing the amount of the weekly 
payment regard shall be had to the difference between the amount of the 
average weekly earnings of the workman before the accident and the 
average amount which he is able to earn after the accident, and to any 
payment not being wages which he may receive from the employer 
in respect of his injury during the period of his incapacity.” ‘he 
county court judge held that, whatever the amount of the profits of 
the business might be which were attributable to the exertions of the 
respondent, it was irrelevant to the discussion, such earnings not 
being wages received from an employer. That was too narrow a view of 
the Act. The words ‘‘average weekly earnings of the workman before 
the accident ’’ clearly meant wages received from his employers. But the 
later words, ‘‘the average amount which he is able to earn after the 
accident,’’ were not limited to that which the workman earned from an 
employer. Upon an application to review the award, the arbitrator would 
have to look at the whole situation and see how far the money-earning 
capacity of the workman had been altered, and if it was as good as it was 
before the accident, that was a fact which could not be ignored, though 
the earnings were not wages received from an employer. The county 
court judge ought not to have excluded it from his consideration. The 
case must therefore go back to the county court to be considered upon all its 
merits. 

Romer and Maruew, L.JJ., concurred.—Counse., Arthur Powell, K.C., 
and W. Addington Willis ; Stuart Bevan. Soxtcrrors, Treadwell § Aylwin ; 
J. K. Nye & Treacher, Brighton. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeai. 
Re CARR’S TRUSTS. CARR v. CARR. No. 2. 29th March, 
Lunacy—Trust Funp—Benericiaky or Unsounp Mrxp Nor so Founp ny 

InQuIsItrion—J URISDICTION IN Lunacy—UNDERTAKING—MAINTENANCE OF 

Lunatic—Trustee Recervine Ixcome. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J. The facts were shortly 
as follows: A lady was of unsound mind and was living in an asylum in 
Germany. She had become under the trusts of a certain settlement 
absolutely entitled to a fund consisting now of India 34 per Cent. Stock 
and some mortgages. The lady was under German authority, and 
took out a summons here by her next friend to have the question 
determined whether proper directions might not be given for her 
maintenance out of the income of the said funds, and to have the 
residue thereof applied as required, and also whether she could be 
allowed by the court a certain part of the capital for her comfort 
and personal benefit. The trustees were a sister and near relative. 
Joyce, J., declined to make such an order, as it should more properly be 
made in lunacy. The plaintiff appealed. The following cases were cited 
by counsel for the appellant in support of her claim : Re Watkins (44 W. R. 
609 ; 1896, 2 Ch. D. B36), Re Tuer (30 Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat 384, 34 W. R. 
751, 32 Ch. D. 39), Vane v. Vane (24 W. R. 602, 2 Ch. D. 124 (by 
Vaucuan Wiis, L.J., Re Barlow’s Will, 36 Ch. D. 287), Re Brandon’s 
Trusts (13 Ch. D. 773, 38 W. R. Dig. 114), New York Security and 
Trust Co. v. Keyser (45 Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat 239, 49 W. R. 371; 1901, 1 
Ch. 666), Re Bligh (23 Soxicrrors’ Journat 850, 27 W. R. 876, 12 Ch. D. 
364). 

Tue Courr (VavcHaN Wituiams, Srrmiine, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
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allowed the appeal. Their lordships held that the stock must be trans- 
ferred into court, the mortgage deeds deposited in court, and the sister 
must undertake to apply the income of the fund for the plaintiff’s benefit, 
before they authorized her to receive the income for the purpose required 
until further order. Liberty to apply was reserved.—CounseL, Micklem, 
K.C., and H. Greenwood; L. F. Potts. Soxicrross, Carr, Scott, Smith, ¢ 
Gorringe. 
[Reported by A. R. Taytour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 

Re DENTON’S ESTATE. THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION 
AND GUARANTEE FUND (LIM.) v. DENTON. No.2. 19th and 22nd 
Feb. ; 30th March, 

Principat anD Surety—Svrety Jormine ry Mortcace Deep To GuaRan- 
TEE Part or Dest—Joint anp Severat CoveNANT FoR PayMent— 
Covenant BY Mortcacor to Insure Dest Agatnst Loss—Contract 
witH Insuxance Orrice —INsuRANCE OR GUARANTEE — Co-SURETYSHIP 
ox Nor. : 
Appeal of plaintiff corporation from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. 

(reported 52 W. R. 93; 1903, 2 Ch. 670). The defendant was sole execu- 

trix of G. Denton, who was party to a mortgage deed dated the 2nd of 

November, 1899, as surety for Miss Harvey, the mortgagor. The mort- 

gage was by demise of a public-house, and was given to a bank to secure 

£4,000, further advances, and interest, and the mortgagor and Denton 
covenanted jointly and severally to repay on demand the moneys for the 
time being owing on the mortgage, but Denton’s liability was expressly 
limited to £1,000. The statutory power of sale was varied by being made 
exerciseable at any time after such demand as aforesaid, without any 
further notice such as is required by the Conveyancing and Law of Property 
Act, 1881. The mortgagor alone covenanted that she would insure the mort- 
gage debt against loss in the name of the bank with the plaintiff corpora- 
tion. It was provided that although as between the mortgagor and Venton 
the latter was only a surety, yet as between Denton and the bank he was to be 
considered a principal debtor to the extent of £1,000. In a proposal for 
insurance made a few days earlier to the corporation by the mortgagor’s 
solicitors it was stated that Denton would join in the mortgage to 
guarantee £1,000, and in pursuance of such proposal a contract headed 

** Mortgage Insurance Policy ’’ was entered into by the corporation with 

the bank on the 7th of March, 1900. It made no express reference to 

Denton’s suretyship, and recited the mortgage deed as made between Miss 

Harvey and the bank alone, but it referred to the proposal as ‘‘ deemed to 

be incorporated herein ’’ and as being “‘ the basis of the contract of insur- 

ance hereby intended.’’ Its terms were that if the bank should become 
entitled to exercise the power of sale and should give notice thereof in 
writing to the corporation, the latter would, after the expiration of six 
calendar months from the receipt of a claim from the bank, pay to the 
bank the principal moneys for the time being due under the mortgage, 
with interest, and there was a condition providing that on such payment 
the mortgage debt and interest and all securities for the same should be 
assigned or transferred to the corporation or their nomineees. The mort- 
gagor having made default, the bank exercised their power of sale, the sale 
producing less by £984 12s. 6d. than the amount then owing under the mort- 
gage. The corporation having paid the said sum and taken a transfer of the 
mortgage, claimed to recover the money from the estate of Denton under 
his guarantee, and commenced an action by originating summons. The 
defendant maintained that the corporation were not insurers, as they 
alleged, but co-sureties with Denton, and that his estate was consequently 
only liable to contribute, and this only in the proportion which the limited 
sum he had guarant«ed bore to the whole debt guaranteed by the corpora- 
tion. Swinfen Eady, J., gave judgment for the defendant, holding that the 
contract of the 7th of Murch, 1900, was not one of insurance against loss, 
that it and the mortgage were parts of one transaction, and that Denton 
and the corporation were subject to a common burden or liability to which 
they must contribut+ rateably. The corporation brought this appeal, 
arguing that if they were not insurers, as they alleged, they were sureties 
for both Denton and the mortgag.r, and not co-sureties with Denton for 
the mortgagor, and that Denton’s estate must bear the whole of the loss. 

Tue Cover (Stretivc and Cozexs-Harpy, L.JJ., dubitante Vavcuan 
Wiut1aMs, LJ.) allowed the appeal, holding that though the contract 
of the 7th of March, 1900, must be considered a contract not 
of insurance but of guarantee, yet it did not necessarily create 
@ co-suretyship. The plaintiff corporation on paying the mort- 
gage debt were to have the benefit of all securities held by the 
bank, and were to be subrogated to all the rights and remedies of the 
bank against other parties, and amongst these was clearly included the 
covenant of Denton guaranteeing £1,000. Looking at the policy alone it 
appeared that the corporation guaranteed the debt of the mortgagor and 
nothing more, but looking at the three documents together it was evident 
that what was guaranteed was that the mortgagor to the full extent, and 
Denton to the extent of £1,000, should pay the bank—they both being, 
as between themselves and the corporation, principal debtors. The case 
was within the principle of Craythorne v Swinburne (14 Ves. 160), and 
Denton’s estate had no right of contribution from the corporation as co- 
sureties.— CounseL, Haldane, K.C., and Owen Thompson ; Eve, K.C., and J. 
Henderson. Soxicrrors, Jennings, Son, & Allen ; Loxley, Elam, & Gardner. 

| Reported by R. Hit, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re WIXON, GRAY ». BELL. Byrne, J. 10th and 11th March. 


Apministzation — Leasenotps — Contincent Laaniiities — INpemnrry — 
Retention oy Assets ny Execurons—No Priviry or Estare—Lorp Sr. 
Lyonanps’ Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vicr. c. 35), #8. 27, 29. 


partners held a number of mining leases for long terms and at heavy rents 
some of the leases having been granted to him and his partners and others 
having been assigned to him. In 1882 a company was formed to take over 
the business, afd most of the leases were assigned to it. The partners 
executed declarations of trust as joint tenants in favour of the com 

in respect of certain leases for which licences to assigh could not be 
obtained. The company covenanted to indemnify the partners against 
liability under the leases, and the partners covenanted with each other to 
bear, in proportion to-their capital in the company respectively, losses not 
satisfied by the company. The testatordied in 1899. His executors issued 
the usual advertisement for creditors, paid the testator’s debts and 
legacies, set apart funds to answer an annuity and a settled legacy, 
and claimed to retain £65,900 as an indemnity fund against contingent 
liabilities under the leases which were formerly the property of testator, 
In April, 1903, an order was made for administration of testator’s estate, 
In July, 1903, the advertisements were repeated, but no claim had been sent 
in in respect of any of the leases. The action now coming on on further 
consideration, one of the residuary legatees asked that the executors 
might be ordered to distribute the £65,900 among the beneficiaries. 

Byrne, J., directed the £65,900 to be distributed among the beneficiaries, 
and said it was admitted that the case must be governed by the law as it 
stood before Lord St. Leonards’ Act. The leases had not been vested in 
the executors or assigned by them to purchasers within section 27. The 
a of the court used to be only to direct retention of funds to meet 
uture liabilities in respect of leaseholds where there was privity of estate 
between lessor and executors. No case had been found in which assets 
had been retained where there had not been such privity of estate and in 
this case there was none. The executors would not be under any liability 
to the lessors after the order of court for the distribution of the £65,900, 
The lessors had made no bargain that anything should be retained out of 
the testator’s estate to meet their clams and they had no present claim.— 
CounseL, Norton, K.C., and Ford; Rowden, K.C., and Davenport, 
Soxicrrors, Cooper §& Bake ; Cunliffes § Davenport. 
[Reported by Percy H. Wivrie.p, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


KIRKDALE BURIAL BOARD v. LORD MAYOR, &c., OF LIVERPOOL, 
Swinfen Eady, J. 24th and 25th Feb. ; 26th March. 

Loca, GovERNMENT—TRANSFER OF Powers oF OTHER AUTHORITIES BY 
Reso.tution or a Crry Councrt—Urnan Districr—County Borover— 
Loca, Government Act, 1894 (56 & S57 Vicr. c. 73), ss. 21, 35, 62. 
This was the trial of an action brought by the Burials Board for the 

township of Kirkdale, in the City of Liverpool, an authority constituted 

under the Burials Acts, 1852 to 1900, against the Corporation of Liverpool, 
who were the urban sanitary authority of that city. By section 62 (1) of 
the Local Government Act, 1894, it is provided that where there is in any 
urban district or part of an urban district any authority constituted under 
any of the adoptive Acts (which term includes the Burial Acts) 
the council of that district might resolve that the powers, duties, 
property, debts, and liabilities of that authority should be trans- 
ferred to the council as from the date specified in the resolution, 
and upon that date the same should be transferred accordingly, and 
the authority should cease to exist, and the council should be the 
successors of that authority. Acting under this section and on the 
recommendation of their Health Committee, the defendants proposed to 
pass a resolution transferring to themselves, acting by the city council, 
the powers, &c., of the plaintiff board, the area of which was comprised 
in and formed part of the county borough of Liverpool. To this the 
plaintiffs objected, contending that the area of the county borough was 
not an “‘ urban district’? within the meaning of the Local Government 

Act, 1894, for, although the defendants were an urban sanitary authority, 

and section 21 (1) of the Act declared that such authorities should be 

called ‘‘ urban district councils,’ and their districts ‘‘ urban districts,” 
yet Liverpool was a county borough, and by section 35 it was enacted 
that, save as specially provided by the Act, Part II. (in which section 

21 is included) should not apply to county boroughs. They maintained, 

therefore, that the proposed resolution would be ultra vires and void, 

and they claimed a declaration to that effect and an injunction restraining 
the defendants frcm passing such resolution. 

Swryren Eapy, J., in a considered judgment, said it was not disputed 

that if the area in question was an ‘‘ urban district’’ within the meaning 

of section 62 of the Act of 1894, the defendants were entitled to pass the 
resolution, and thereupon the plaintiff burial board would cease to exist 
and the defendant corporation would be its successor. By the definition in 
section 21 an ‘‘ urban district’’ was the district of an urban sanitary 
authority, and the defendants were such an authority ; but section 21 was 
contained in Part I[. of the Act, and by section 35 it was enacted that, 
save as specially provided by the Act, that part should not apply to 4 
county borough. But there was no provision that other parts of the Act 
should not so apply, and section 21 was not, in his lordship’s opinion, to 
be read as if it was a definition of ‘‘ urban district’’ excluding county 
boroughs. If it was excluded by the operation of section 35, and so was 
not applicable to section 62 (1), then there was another section that met 
the case—namely, section 75 (1), which provided that expressions used 
in the Act of 1894 should, unless the context otherwise required, 

have the same meaning as in the Local Government Act, 1588. 

Section 57 (1) (c) of the last-named Act contained the expresssion ‘*‘ urban 

district,’’ and this, having regard to the definition of ‘‘ district council’ 

in section 100, meant the district of an urban sanitary authority within 
the meaning of the Public Health Act, 1875. By section 5 and 6 of the 
latter, the whole of England, except the metropolis, was divided into 
urban and rural sanitary districts, and urban districts and urban authorities 
were described, and the county borough of Liverpool was an urban district. 
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who had not acted, in their opinion, judicially or reasonably, 


the meaning of section 62 (1) of the Act of 1824. A contrary decision rors emerged 1° They therefore exereised the power given them under 


would have the curious effect of depriving county boroughs, however large 


sdiction Act, 1879, and dismissed the information on the 


i istri i the S Juri 
and important, of the control possessed by urban district councils under uate agonal in aootion 18 of thas catube—nemely, thet the ollemns 


section 62 (2) over the adoption of the adoptive Acts by portions of their 
districts. His lordship also noticed the use of the phrase ‘‘ urban district ’’ 
in section 54 of the Act of 1894 (where he was of opinion that it included a 
county borough) and the reference in that section to section 54 of the Act 
of 1888, and he expressed the view that the provision by the former as to 


altering the area of an urban district would apply where ~~ _ of a —— Ape 
expositi mn instructed pear ing re to 
he Act of 1804, fact that the court might feel itself bound by the decision in Phillips v. 


county borough was altered under the latter. An 


was of so trifling a nature that it was inexpedient to inflict any punish- 
ment or any other than a nominal punishment. The vaccination officer 
who preferred the information now appealed, and the appeal was heard on 
a special case stated by the magistrates at his instance. Counsel for the 


having been heard, counsel on behalf of Mr. Lloyd said he had 
- for the respondent, but having regard to the 


and meaning of the term ‘‘ urban district,” as used in the Act of 1894, : 
i i - | Ev 44 W.R. 429; 1896, 1 Q. B. 305), he did not propose to appear 
was also to be found by reading that Act together with the Local Govern a. = peeing yt SK, *, = & wes bad ty indie ond 


ment (Joint Committees) Act, 1897—as the last-named Act directed should 


cere L.JJ., that justices had no jurisdiction to review the decision of the 


be done. Section 1 (1) of this statute clearly contemplated that a county pave ines ek tateed Eee elated 6 So cuiiame am 


borough council might be one of the bodies appointing a joint committee, 


yet it could only, said his lordship, have power to do so if it were a district | exemp 


tion from the dog tax under section 22 of the Customs and Inland 
Act, 1878, and therefore that justices could not refuse to convict the 


Z ; Nerne $8 + tet ud 99 qetals i i Revenue * 
council, and its district an ‘‘ urban district,’’ within the meaning of section owner of a dog who had neither a licence nor a certificate of exemption on 


53 of the Act of 1894. For these reasons the plaintiffs’ claim failed.— 


ound that he was in their opinion entitled to such a certificate, and 


cute ine Ee , > Ve i th ae ; 
CovnseL, Eve, K.C., Danckwerts, K.C., and R. B. Lawrence ; Vernon Smith, ea ae “ffenee wes therefore of e trifling nature within the me se of 


K.C., A. Glen, K.C., and J. Rutherford. Soxtcrrors, Sharpe, Parker, § Co., 


Jurisdiction Act, 1879. He supposed the court 


. , i - VW i section 16 of the S 
for Cleaver, Holden, § Co, Liverpool; Venn § Co., for E. R. Pickmere, —_ han on a tbe on stated, that the present case was covered by 


Liverpool. 
[Reported by R. Hiri, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
WIELAND », BUTLER-HOGAN. Div. Court. 29th March. 


decision in Phillips v. Evans, and therefore it must go 


be allowed, but without costs. 


that authority. 


Lord Atverstonr, ©.J., said he thought the case was yor by - 


istrates, and with direction to convict. He thought the appeal should 


Wuts and Kennepy, JJ., Case remitted accordingly.— 


LocaAL GoverNMENT—Unsounp Meat—No Evipence THat at THE Time or | Counsex, Lias ; Schultess- Young. SoxiciTors, Cleaver, Holden, § Co., Liver- 
Srezure on Burcuer’s Premises THE Meat WouLp BE Exposep ror Sate— | pool; H. 7. Nicholson, for E. L. Lewis, Bootle. 
{Reported 


Orrence—Pvusiic Hearn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 116, 117. 
Appeal from a decision of the justices of Tottenham, who had convicted 
and fined the appellant Wieland, a.retail butcher, for having in his 


possession meat which was unsound and was intended for the food of man. | wh4ren SuppLy— WorKkHousk Scuoo. —Domestic Pvrroses —TRapr, 


The special case stated that a summons was issued on the information of 
the respondent, a medical officer of health for the Urban District Council 
of the District of Tottenham, under the Public Health Act, 1875, alleging 


by Erskine Res, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


SOUTH-WEST SUBURBAN WATER CO. v. 8ST. MARYLEBONE 
GUARDIANS. Buckley, J. 19th and 22nd Feb. ; 1st March 
MAnvracture, on Bustvess—Waterworks Ciauses Act, 1863 (26 & 27 

Vicr. c. 93), 8. 12. 
This action raised the question whether guardians of the poor are entitled 


that on Monday, the 12th of October, 1903, certain meat in the to have water supplied to their pauper schools for domestic purposes, the 


possession of the appellant at his shop, No. 194, Philip-lane, in the 
said district, was deposited there for the purpose of sale and was 
intended for the food of man and was unsound. ‘The facts proved 
or admitted were shortly that on the day in question, one customer only 
being present, the process of cleansing the shop and preparing for business 
was going on. The shop contained gn ice-safe, which the inspector found 
closed. it was opened by him and found to contain a large quantity of 
meat, for the most part perfectly sound, but part of a neck of mutton, 
some sausages, and nine pieces of cooked meat in separate dishes shewed 
signs of decomposition. The shop was closed on the previous Saturday at 
midnight, and all the meat remaining unsold was placed in the safe, and 
was then sound and fit for the food of man. The ordinary course of 
business at the appellant’s shop was to devote the mornings on Mondays, 
when very little trade takes place, to cleansing and preparatory work, and 
not to set out for sale or examine the contents of the safe until this process 
was completed. When this work was done, then to open the safe and 
examine the meat, and if any had been found unsound it would have been 
removed. For the appellant it was contended that the meat was not 
exposed for sale or deposited in any place for the purpose of sale for the 
food of man within the meaning of the statute, and that there was no 
evidence here that at the time the meat was seized the appellant had any 
intention of selling or offering any of the meat that was unsound for sale. 
For the respondent it was contended that an offence had been committed 
within the statute, and Mallinson v. Carr (1891, 1 K. B. 48) was relied on to 
support the conviction. 

Tne Courr (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Darina and Cxannett, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal and quashed the conviction, on the ground that the 
case, as found by the justices, shewed that the appellant had no intention 
of selling the meat in question for the food of man at the time when it was 
seized by the inspector. The mere fact, in the absence of evidence of 
wrongful intention, of unsound meat being found on the premises was 
insufficient of itself to constitute an offence within section 117 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875.—CounseL, W. Clarke Hall; R. Cunningham Glen, 
Souicrrors, W. 7. Ricketts § Son ; F. Shelton, Olerk to the District Council. 


[Reported by Erskine Reip, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
NISBET », LLOYD. Div. Court. 3rd March. 


Vaccrnation—Conscrentious Onsecror—CrrtiricaTe or EXEMPTION NOT 
Onrarnep—J URISDICTION OF MaGistRaTES—OFFENCE oF TRIFLING NATURE 
—Summary Jvurispiction Act, 1879, s. 16. 
Appeal from a decision of the magistrates of the borough of Bootle, who 

had dismissed an information preferred against the respondent by the 

vaccination officer under the Vaccination Acts. The respondent was a 

Baptist minister, who neglected to have his daughter Gwendoline Mary 

Lloyd, born on the 15th of December, 1902, vaccinated within six months 

of her birth. It was proved that the respondent had applied on seven 

different occasions within the first four months after the birth of the child 
to the justices at petty sessions for a certificate, and that he had satisfied 
them that he conscientiously believed that vaccination would be prejudicial 
to the health of the child; but that on each occasion the application 
was refused. The magistrates, whose determination was now a ed 
against, held that the respondent having stated on oath on seven rent 
occasions that he conscientiously believed that vaccination would be 
prejudicial to the health of his child, had done all he could to obtain the 


payment for which is to he calculated on the basis of rateable value, or 
whether they must contract for a supply by meter. Prior to the 25th of 
March, 1902, the plaintiffs, acting under a provisional order of 1878, which 
incorporates the Waterworks Clauses Acts, 1847 and 1863, supplied the 
defendants’ schools through a three inch-pipe with water, for which they 
received under an agreement payment at a certain price per 1,000 gallons. 
The plaintiffs having given notice to determine this agreement, the defend- 
ants demanded a supply for the domestic purposes of the schools. The 
plaintiffs in reply demanded, as by section 50 of the Act of 1847 they were 
entitled to do, thata half-inch pipe should be substituted for the three-inch 
pipe, and that certain other alterations should be made, the effect 
of which would be to disconnect the supply from purposes not of a 
domestic nature. These alterations the defendants refused to make, 
but continued to use the water. In some respects their user was in 
breach of regulations which the plaintiffs had power under their order 
to make. Under these circumstances in April, 1903, the plaintiffs 
brought the present action, claiming payment for the water consumed at a 
certain price per 1,000 gallons, and declarations that the defendants were 
not entitled to a supply for any purpose, or alternatively, for certain 
specific purposes alleged by the plaintiffs not to be domestic, and also that 
the defendants were not entitled to maintain the three-inch pipe. The 
defendants counterclaimed for a declaration that they were entitled to a 
supply for certain of the specific purposes at a rate based on the rateable 
value of the schools. In addition to the authorities mentioned below the 
following cases were referred to: Barnard Castle Urban District Couneil v. 

Tilson (1901, 2 Ch. 813; 1902, 2 Ch. 746), Bristol Waterworks Co. Vv. Vren 
(15 K. B. D. 637), Smith v. Muller (1894, 1 K. B. 192), Cooke v. New River 
Co. (38 Ch. D. 56, 14 A. C. 698), Riley v. Read (4 E, & D. 100), and Charter- 
house School v. Gayler (1896, 1 Q. B, 437). : , 

Bucxiey, J., in the course of a reserved judgment, said that the 
plaintiffs had contended that the defendants were not entitled, except by 
agreement, to a supply for domestic purposes at all. That contention 
was based on an argument that the purposes of the schools constituted a 
business; and that section 12 of the Act of 1863 excluded them from a 
supply for domestic purposes. Even if the premises were occupied, not 
as a dwelling-house, but purely for the —_ of business, say a 
factory, he would not be prepared to hold that the supply of water forsanitary 
purposes could be refuted upon the ground that no one, or only a caretaker, 
slept upon the premises. The test of the right to demand a supply was 
the character of the purposes, not the character of the premises in which 
the water was used. The contention rested on the basis that a house was 
not a dwelling-house unless the residence in or occupation of the 
house extended to sleeping in it. The point, however, did not arise here, 
because the schools were occupied by children, and by those who governed 
and controlled them, being persons who resided on the premises. They 
were therefore a dwelling-house: Liskeard Union v. Liskeard Waterworks 
(7 Q. B. D. 505). Consequently they were entitled to a supply for 
domestic purposes, if they could be spoken of as having domestic purposes. 
Tne plaintiffs then contended that they could not have a supply for 
domestic purposes because that which was carried on therein was & 
business, and that all the supply was for the purposes of that business, and 
they said that section 12 of the Act of 1863 (which enacts that a supply of 
water for domestic purposes is not to include a supply for any trade, 





certificate, aud that he had no other means of satisfying the justices at 





ufacture, or business) applied. Applying the reasoning of Rolls v. 
Miller (27 Ch. D. 71), where it was held that a hens for working girls was 
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a business, he should say that the defendants were carrying on the business 
of providing for, maintaining, and training pauper children, and that that 
was none the less a business because it was carried on, not for profit, 
but, on the contrary, at a large expense. But, in his judgment, water in 
business premises might be wanted for domestic purposes. The question 
was, What was the character of the purpose, not what was the character of 
the place of user? Thus a boarding-house was a business, but persons in 
a boarding-house might and did want water for domestic purposes : 
Pidgeon v. Great Yarmouth Waterworks Co. (1902, 1 K. B. 310). The 
inhabitants of a workhouse, although maintained for a public purpose, 
could demand water for domestic purposes—i.e., for use within the work- 
house for purposes which were domestic, as distinguished from purposes 
of trade. If within the same premises water was required both for 
domestic purposes and for trade purposes, the solution of the matter was, 
he thought, that there must be two supplies—the one for that which could 
be demanded, and for which payment was to be made, upon the rateable 
value of the premises, and the other for that which could not be 
demanded, and could be taken only by agreement at such price 
as might be agreed, based probably upon the consumption as 
ascertained by meter. He thought, therefore, that the plaintiffs were 
justified in requiring the defendants to put themselves in such a position 
as to confine their user of water supplied for domestic purposes to those 
purposes alone. The question then remained whether the purposes to 
which the defendants put the water supplied were wholly or in part 
domestic or not domestic, and if domestic, whether the plaintiffs’ reason- 
able regulations were complied with. His lordship then examined these 
purposes, and came to the conclusion that some of them were not 
domestic, and that as regards such of them as were domestic the 
regulations had not been complied with. He thought, however, that it 
was unnecessary to introduce into the order declarations addressed 
specifically to each case. He therefore held that the defendants had not 
at any time during the period in respect of which the plaintiff sued for 
payment put themselves in a position to demand a supply for domestic 
purposes. It resulted that the plaintiffs were entitled to payment upon 
the basis of the fair value of the amount of water supplied. His lordship 
then made declarations which embodied the effect of his judgment.— 
Counse., Danckwerts, K.C., and G. Wallace ; Macmorran, K.C., and R. C. 
Glen. Soxicrrors, Bolton & Co. ; Clarkson, Gamwell, § Co. 
[Reported by H. L.. Ormiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law]. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. VISCOUNT COBHAM AND OTHERS. 
Channell, J. 7th March. 


Revenve—Esrate Dury—Covenant to Pay Money on Deatuo— Covenant 
RELEASED IN CoNSIDERATION oF Payment Durtsc Lire—Girr Mape 
Wrrnis Twetve Montas or Deatu—-Frnance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 


30)—Svuccesston Duty Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 51). 

Information by the Attorney-General claiming that certain estate duties, 
or, alternatively, certain succession duties, became payable by the 
defendants, the trustees of the ‘‘ College for the Higher Education of the 
Blind,” situate at Powyke, in the county of Worcester, on the death of 
one Eliza Warrington. By a deed dated the ist of June, 1892, made 
between the said Eliza Warrington, of the first part, and Viscount 
Cobham, Lord Kinnaird, Sir H. F. Vernon, and G. W. Child, of the 
second part, the said Eliza Warrington covenanted with the aforesaid 
persons of the second part that her executors or administrators would 
within three months after her death pay to them or the survivors or survivor 
of them the sum of £5,000, free of all duties, charges, or deductions whatso- 
ever, to be held and applied by them upon trust to pay the same to the 
trustees of the aforesaid college. By a deed dated the 3rd of November, 
1900, made between the same parties, with the exception of the said G. W. 
Child, who was deceased, after reciting that the said Eliza Warrington had 
agreed to pay the said £5,000 to the surviving trustees of the deed 
of the Ist of June, 1892, in consideration of her estate being released 
from the covenant on her part contained in that deed, she, the 
said Eliza Warrington assigned unto the said surviving trustees the 
said sum of £5,000 upon the trusts declared in the deed of the Ist of 
June, 1892. Upon the execution of the said deed of the 3rd of 
November, 1900, the said Eliza Warrington paid the £5,000 to the said 
surviving trustees of the deed of the Ist of June, 1892, who duly 
paid the said sum to the defendants, the trustees of the said college. 
#liza Warrington died within twelve months from the date. of the 
deed of the 3rd of November, 1900, and from the date of the pay- 
ment of the £5,000, namely, on the 19th of May, 1901. The Com- 
missioners of [uland Revenue thereupon claimed that upon the death of 
Eliza Warrington estate duty became payable under the provisions of the 
Finance Act, 18/4, in respect of the sum of £5,000, and that upon the 
payment of the said sum or (alternatively) on the death of Eliza War- 
rington, succession duty under the provisions of the Succession Duty Act, 
1853, became payable in respect of the said sum of £5,000. On behalf 
of the Crown it was now contended that the payment of the £5,000 
was a gift by the deceased within twelve months of her decease. On be- 
half of the defendant it was contended that the deceased by the deed of 
June, 1892, having covenanted to pay the £5,000 on her death, the pay- 
ment of that sum in her lifetime was made in consideration that her estate 
should be relieved from that covenant. 

Cuaxnest, J., in giving judgment for the Crown, said that the payment 
was in substance a gift, and as it was made within twelve months of the 
death of the deceased the Crown was entitled to estate duty on the sum 
paid. The payment was not the less a gift because the deceased had pre- 
viously covenanted to pay the money on her death. Judgment for the 
Crown.—Counsun, Sir hk. Finlay, A.G., Sir FE. Carson, 3.G., and Vaughan 
Hawkins; Asquith, K.C., and (. H. Sargant. Sorscrroxs, Solicitor to 
Inland Revenue, Ranger, Burton, & Frost. 


| Reported by E. G. S1itiwev., Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
in the hall of the society on Friday, the 22nd of April, at two o'clock 
precisely, for the purposes hereinafter mentioned. : 

The President will present the prizes and honours certificates to the 
successful candidates at the January examination. 

Mr. Arthur Middleton will move: ‘‘ That, in view of statements to 
the effect that the New Land Transfer Rules, which came into operation 
on the 1st of January last, have been issued against, or in defiance of, the 
advice of the majority of the Rule Committee appointed under the Act of 
1897, this meeting isof opinion that, if the Council does not request its 
nominee to retire from the Rule Committee and does not decline to 
nominate a member in his place, the Council will lose the confidence of 
the country members.”’ atts 

Mr. Ford will move that: ‘‘ Motions in the Chancery Division.—This 
meeting, whilst recognizing the importance of the announcement on the 
above subject inserted by the Council in the society’s ‘Gazette and 
Register’ for March, once more places on record its opinion that the 
interests of suitors and the reasonable convenience of solicitors requires 
that motions in the Chancery Division should be entered in a list, and, as 
far as possible, taken in their order upon such list.”’ 

Mr. Ford will move: ‘‘ That it be referred to the Council to consider 
and report (in their next annual report) upon the present practice of 
requiring the payment of the purchase-money in cash when settling pur- 
chases, &c., in conveyancing business ; and if a change in this respect is 
considered desirable, then the Council is also to report its opinion as to an 
alternative method of payment.’ 5 

Mr. Ford will ask: ‘‘ Legal Education.— Whether the Council has sane- 
tioned an announcement that the society’s lectures and classes may be 
attended by anyone, whether law students or not, who pays the prescribed 
fees; and if this so, why such course has been taken; also whether the 
Council regard it as satisfactory that their system of law classes appears 
to be in the nature of a competition with the system adopted by legal 
coaches ? ”’ E. W. Wit1aMson, Secretary. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on the 13th 
of April, Mr. Henry A. Peake (Sleaford) in the chair, the other directors 
present being Sir George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs. W. H. Gray, H. E. 
Gribble, Samuel Harris (Leicester), C. G. May, R. Pennington, J.P., 
W. A. Sharpe, F. W. Stone (Tunbridge Wells), R. W. Tweedie, and 
J.T. Scott (secretary). 

A sum of £740 was distributed in grants of relief, three new members 
were admitted to the association, and other genera! business transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Council of Legal Education. 


The following are the awards of the Council upon the Easter Examina- 
tion held in Gray’s-inn hall on the 22nd, 23rd, 24th, and 25th of March. 
L.I. means Lincoln’s-inn; I.T., Inner Temple; M.T., Middle Temple; 
and G.I., Gray’s-inn. 

Roman Law. 

Class I.—J. Harley, I.T.; C. G. Idichandy, M.T. 

Class II.—F. M. Baddeley, I.T.; 8. N. Banerjee, G.I.; C. E. Barry, 
I.T.; W. E. Bok and A. H. Bygott, M.T.; J. L. Devaux and W. Dulley, 
L.I.; 8. Hodgson, I.T.; W. #. Hughes and P. Macbeth, M.T.; E. J. 
McKean, I.T.; 8. Melville, L.I.; H. H. Morris, G.I. ; A. Ridgway, M.T. 

Class II[.—N. P. Adams, W. B. Anderson, and H. 8. Bompas, I.T.; 
W. F. L. Braidwood, M.T.; C. D. Branch, G.I.; C. H. L. H. Chalmers, 
I.T.; E. A. Clinch, M.T.; 8. M. Collins, I.T.; H. Conacher, M.T.; 
A. I’. Crosthwaite, IT.; C. C. Das, GI.; W. E. Demuth, LT.; 
A. R. V. Dimmer and E. A. Evans, M.T.; W. A. Evans, I.T.; 
E. Gallet, M.T.; M. C. Ghosh, I.T.; P. H. Gray and R. &. Harris, G.I. ; 
A. R. Heury and G. T. Hutchinson, I.T.; A. Kareem and G. L. T. L. 
Lampson, L.I.; O. S. L. Lampson, G. Lawrence, and H. Maddocks, 
I.T.; R. G Mangharamani, L.I.; T. A. F. MecMillan-Scott, 1.7. ; 
K. P. M. Menon, M.T.; J. T. Miles, 1.T.; J. E. Mitchell, N. K. Nag, 
M. G. Naidu, 8. M. Naim, and J. R. J. Neild, M.'T.; J. R. Newton, 
L.f.; M. Nickalls, W. H. Otter, and ©. R. C. Petley, I.1T.; P. B. 
Petrides, M.T.; J. H. Pinder, L.I.; N. Ram, G.1.; 8. N. Ray, LT.; 
W. R. Redman, M.T.; C. P. Scott, 1.T.; W. C. Sh8rman, L.1.; F. Shaw, 
I.T.; P. O. Sinha, M.T.; J.C. Spencer-Phillips, 1.T.; 5. 5. Steel, M. 
J.T. Stephen, I.T.; A. E. Tillman, M.T.; R. B. Turner and D. W. J. 
Urquhart, G.I.; R. V. Vernon and J. H. Watts, I.T.; 0. T. Williams, 
M.T.; H. Woodham, L.I.; E. Zeitlyn, M.T. . 

The number-examined was 111, of whom 75 passed. Four candidates 
were ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the 
Michaelmas Examination, 1904. 

ConstirutionaL LAw anv Lueoau Histoxy. 


Class I.—G, Alexander, M.T.; H. T. Blewett, G.I.; L. P, Ebden, 





J. Harley, H./H. Howes, and A. H. Wolff, I.T. 
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Cuass II.—M. T. Akbar, G.I.; E. A. Bloomfield, M.T.; G.S. Browne Morrison, G.I. ; T. H. Parry and C. Boe L.T.; H. F. Ribeiro and 


ga E. Bruce, G.I. ; F. W. Clark and H. Conacher, M.T. ; W.S. de Saram, | T. 8. Sal " 
H. A. Stokes, L.I.; F. C. Thomson, I.T.; R. A. Unthank, M.T.; N. M. 


G.I. ; A. H. Droop, I.T. ; C. Evans, G.I. ; R. C. W. Gilbert, I.T. : J. Hall- 


L.I.; C. D. Schwann 8 -Cross, I.T. ; 


, M.T.; G. D. Hardinge-Tyler and W. Hedley, I.T.; M. H. | Vickers, L.I.; 8. Wade, M.T.; Stephen Walter, L.I.; E. F. Watermeyer 


Hosain, M.T.; G.T. Hutchinson, 1.T.; H. M. Louwrens and F. A. W. 
[ucas, M.T.; A. Mavrogordato and E. J. McKean, I.T.; F. B. Sharp, 
G.I. ; E. W. Sheppee, I.T.; P. J. Wannenberg, M.T. 

Class I1I.—F. B. Adler, [.T.; 8.8. A. ae, M.T.; M. A. Asghar, 
L.L.; M. Asghar, M.T.; R. M. Banks, I.T.; A. ¥. Beamish, M.T.; H.8. 
Bompas, I.T.; H. J. Brough and 8. L. H. Bucknor, M.T.; R. R. Bug- 


Head.—The subject for debate was: ‘“‘ 


and F. W. H. Weaver, I.T. 


Of 82 examined 65 passed. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Sroupents’ Desatine Socrery.—A 12.—Chairman, Mr. G. H. 
tt the case of North American 


rem t.: Hon. E. C. G. Cadogan, D. W. Carr, and E. P. Carter, I.'T.; 
vy eee Slayt Land and Timber Co. (Limited) v. Watkins (1904, 1 Ch. 242) was wrongly 


§.G. Clark, M.T.; G. E. C. Clayton, L.I.; A. Coburn, I.T.; J. T. M. 
Cole, M.T. ; C. C. Das, G.I.; P. R. Das and L. G. R. De Courcy, M.T.; 
fF. T. Dixon, G.I.; W. T. Fletcher, T. A. Gardner, N. L. Goddard, and 
g. W. Godfrey, M.T.; J. H. Greenwood, I.T.; M. Grund, , M.T.; 
J.E. K. Hall, A. L. Hannay, G. de la P. Hargreaves, G. R. 
Hay, 1.T.; R. Holingbery and A. B. Howes, M.T.; J. H. 


H. A. 
oo .T.; 8. A. Husain, G.I.; J. W. Jardine, 1.T.; M. R. Jayakar, 
LL; G. A. Johnston, I.T.; H. D. King, P. P. Leschallas, L. Lioyd- 


Roberts, and St. John Lucas, M.T. ; F. J. Mathew and A. B. Miller, L.I.; 
R. 0. L. Montgomerie, I.T. ; E. D. Moses, M.T.; F. B. Motiwala, G.I. ; 
J.0. Mukerjea, M.T.; R. H. Gelson, I.T.; T. A. R. A. Paliwalla, G.L. ; 
H. C. Plowden- Wardlaw, L.I.; C. Porter, M.T.; J. 8S. Porter, I.T. ; 
R.A. Reith, M.T.; J. S. Sainsbury, P. E. Sampson, and G. E. Schuster, 
LJ.; N.C. Sen, G.I.; J. A. Simson and R. H. Smith, M.T.; A. B. Sully, 
¢.1.; R. Sutton, L.I.; C.B. L. Tennyson, G.I.; H. J. Thomas, A. 8. van 


decided.”” Mr. G. W. Powers and Mr. W. Wi 

tive; Mr. A. H. H. Richardson and Mr. Hugh 
negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. F. O. Goodman, 
athorn, | A. C. Dowding, W. M. Pieadwell, and 
having summed up, the motion was lost by ten votes. 


opened in the affirma- 
opened in the 


. C. Mitchell. The chairman 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 
Mr. Cravpe Baccatuay, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of the 


Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn, in succession to tle late Mr. Everitt, 
Cc 


Hees, and J. A. Webster, I.T.; W.H. Wright, G.I. K.C. 
Mr. CurisrorHeR Tait Ruopes, solicitor, of Halifax, has been appointed 


The number examined was 133, of whom 96 passed. One candidate was 
ordered not to be admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas 
Examination, 1904. 


by the Chief Justice of the High Court of Judicature at Madras a Com- 
missioner to take Affidavits or Solemn Affirmations or Declarations and to 


The special prize of £50 for the best examination in Constitutional Law | take Acknowledgments of Married Women in respect of property in India 


and Legal History is awarded to Herbert Henry Howes, Inner Temple. Mr. | in all parts of England. 


Woolf would have divided the prize had he not been disqualified by age. 
Evipence, Procepure, AND CriminaL Law. 


Class I.—R. D. Acton, M.T.; D. W. Carr, A. Cross, J. H. W. Fulton, 
W. H. 8S. Garnett, W. G. Garrett-Pegge, W. Hedley, J. Kennaway, and 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
Ropert Watrer Curron and Herserr Coates, solicitors (Clifton & 


H. Maddocks, I.T.; J. 8. Mason, L.I.; G. St. J. McDonald, G.I. ; J. T. Coates), Bristol. March 25. 


Pratt, M.T.; J. L. H. W. Savary, G.I.; F. 8. Toogood and A. E. 8. 
Wynell-Mayow, M.T. 

Class II.—M. T. Akbar, G.I.; G. Alexander, M.T.; P. Appasamy, 
.T.; W. E. Bok, M.T.; C. Bridgewater and C. W. Carrington, L.I. ; 
.H. Carter, M.T.; B.C. Chatterjee, L.I.; J. M. Diggle, M.T.; A. T. 
gar and R. O. K. Ensor, I.T.; 8. N. Fouguereaux and R. A. Gray, 
; R. E. 8. Gregson and J. Hajeebhai, I.T.; M. 

G. Hawksley, M.T.; W. G. I. Ti LT.; F. A. Iremonger, 
; E. G. Jones, I.T.; J. G. Keyter, M.T. ; 


pe Pe 
hie) <I. 


. 
hey 
“ 


al at 


. 0. Moorsom, I.T,; Moung Moung, E. M. Poynton, and O. K. Quardé, 


o 


and E. J. Williams, M.T. 
Class III.—B. J. Albery, I.T. ; H. C. Bartlett and A. Bose, G.I. ; E. P. 
Carter, I.T.; 8. B. Changan, G.I.; 8S. P. Christie and A. Coburn, I.T. ; 


B. K. Dass, G.I. ; W. E. Demuth, I.T. ; W. 8S. de Saram and F. T. Dixon, | Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice Swinfen 


G.L; G. B. Duncan, I.T.; N. N. Gupta and R. R. Harris, G.I.; 8. A. 
Hasam, M.T.; W. G. W. Hastings, G. R. Hathorn, A. Hawkyard, and 
G. P. Heywood, I.T.; S. Hosain, and T. S. Hutchings, M.T.; 0.8. L. 
Lampson, G. P. Leschallas, and G. M. Maitland, LT.; R. G. 
Mangharamani, G. O. Mansukhani, and P. I. Masaldan, L.I.; P. V. 
McInerny, G.I.; B.G. Muttylall and J. H. Pinder, L.I.; J. S. Porter 
and C. W. B. Prescott, I.T.; A. Raphaely, J. M. A. G. Rousset, B. 
Sasmal and D. R. Sawhny, M.T.; G. E. Schuster, L.I. ; J.S. Smit, M.T. ; 
G. V. Smith, L.I.; R. A. P. Sriwardana, G.I.; J. T. Stephen, I.T. ; 
A. R. Stephen, L.I.; J. E. Tapley, and W. H. Terry, G.I.; L. C. 
Thomas, M.T.; J. Topham, G.I.; G. L. Tottenham, I.T.; J. C. 
Vaughan, G.I.; T. W. Warrington, L.I.; L. L. Yeatman, I.T.; 
M. Yunus and M.. Yusuf, M.T. 

The number examined was 118, of whom 102 passed. 

The special prize of £50 for the best examination in Evidence, Procedure, 
and Criminal Law is awarded to and divided between Walter Hedley, 
Inner Temple, und John Lewis Henry William Savary, Gray’s-inn. Mr. 
Maddocks, Mr. Pratt, Mr. Toogood, and Mr. Mason, in that order, would 
have been recommended for the prize had they not been disqualified by 


Flowerdew), Crewe. March 31. 


F. P. Knox, G. Lawrence i i 
EJ. McKean, L'T.: W. L. 8. Mitchell, L.I.; J. N. Mitra, G.1.; K. | Women t practise as attneneys and advocates in any of the 


I,; 0. T. Reay and G. Royle, M.T.; J. B. Tetley, G.I.; E. G. Walker | oy the occasion of their Majesties’ ina 


Frank Fiowerpew and C. E. Sreakman, solicitors (Speakman & 
[ Gazette, April 8. 


General. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council will resume their sittings 


H. A. Haveliwala, | on Tuesday, the 19th inst. 


It is stated that the Norwegian Upper House has passed a Bill itting 
orwegian 
urts, 

Tuesday’s Gazette contains the text of the address presented to the King 
ion of the new wing of the 
Law Society’s Hall on the 23rd of March, and his Majesty’s reply thereto. 
The funeral of Mr. Justice Byrne took place on the 8th inst. at the 
Brookwood Cemetery. There were present, the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. 
y, Mr. Justice Bucknill, and many 
members of the bar. 

The ideal to be reached in the Law Courts, says the Morning Post, is the 
state of things chronicled by Pepys on the 2nd of June, 1663. ‘‘ The 
term ended yesterday, and its seems the courts rose sooner for want of 
causes than it is remembered to have done in the memory of man.”’ 

It is announced that Miss Bertha Cave, who recently sought to be 
enrolled as a bar student, has no intention of asking the Law Society to 
admit her. She is reported to have said that a solicitor’s practice is not 
desirable for women, because “‘ it lacks both dignity and refinement.”’ 

The Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Wills, and Mr. Justice Kennedy on 
Monday made an order for the discharge of Mark Blinkhorn from prison. 
The prisoner was committed for ha acted as a solicitor, he being an 
unqualified person. He had been in p , counsel stated, for six months 
and three weeks. 

The judges have chosen the following circuits for the Autumn Assizes : 
Western Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills; South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Wright; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Bigham: Oxford Circuit, Mr. 
Justice Channell ; North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Grantham and Mr. 
Justice Darling ; Northern Circuit, Mr. Justice Phillimore and Mr. Justice 


age. Walton ; North and South Wales Circuits, Mr. Justice Bucknill. 


Fina. 

Olass I.—Certificates of Honour (in order of merit).—H. G. Lewis, I.T. ; 
W.8. Glyn-Jones, M.T. 
Class [[. (in order of merit).—R. B. Patel, I.T.; W. Jago, L.I.; C. E. 
Law and W. W. Coombs, M.T. ; E. H. Young, A. E. L. Maunsell, and 
V. R. Aronson, I.T.; L. J. Counsel, G.I., and C. N. Hope-Wallace, L.I. 
(equal); B. W. Lawrance and R. A. Gordon, I.T.; A. E. Casper and 
W. E. B. Henderson, M.T.; 8. A. Haidar, L.I., and A. M. H. Scott, 
M.T. (equal) ; K. L. Preedy, M.T.; A. A. Eustace and B. Gangopadhyay, 
LT. (equal); V. P. Row, G.I. 
Class IIT, (in alphabetical order).—G. W. Bailey, I.T. ; H. 8. Berkeley, 
M.T.; J. E. Biney, I.T.; W. W. Brew, L.I.; W. 8. Bury, I.T.; F. A. 
Clinch, M.T.; C. W. Clinton, L,1.; R. Copland, D. Cotes-Preedy, and 
D, T. Davies, I.T.; R. W. ‘te % M.T.; R. A. Dyott, LT.; J. W. Finn 
and W. M. Freeman, M.T.; F. W. Goldberg, I.T.; A. G. Greenwood, 
MT. ; B. R. T. Grindle, I.T.; 8S. Hosain and E. C. Howard, M.'T.; H. 8. 
Howard, L.I.; M. Jalaluddin, G.I.; A. L. Kelly, I.T.; P. Lal, G.I.; H. 
Lancaster and G. P. Langton, I.'T,; B. B, Marshall and R. L. Marshall, 


Mr. Gregory Widdrington Byrne, solicitor, a brother of the late Mr. 
Justice Byrne, was found, on Saturday last, dead in his chambers at 14, 
Bell-yard, Temple, with a bullet wound in his head. The evidence at the 
inquest shewed that Mr. Justice Byrne’s death affected him greatly, and 
made a serious financial difference to him, that he was in bad health, and 
in consequence of this condition, very irritable in temperament. The jury 
found a verdict of suicide during temporary insanity. 

A curious incident, says the St. James’s Gazette, occurred in one of the 
Paris courts in connection with the removal, during the holidays, of 
religious emblems from the Courts of Justice. A young barrister who had 
been instructed by the court to defend a case, said he should demand its 
adjournment until the sacrilegious and impious act which had been com- 
mitted during the holidays had been . The president of the 
court, without taking any notice of the protest, told the young barrister 
to hand in his brief, and said the court would decide the case upon the 
documents before it. 

Mr. Andrew Johnston, the chairman of the Essex Quarter Sessions, in 
his charge to the grand jury said to the Daily Mail, that it was 





M.T,; M. ©. M’Creagh-Thornhill, I.T.; N. ©. Mehra, L.I.; H. W. 
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escaping all rates and taxes, and living to a great extent by preying upon 
people who paid rates and taxes. They were becoming a great nuisance, 
for they terrorized people by their conduct. Power should be given to 
county councils to deal with them. In a case heard later a gipsy was sent 
to hard labour for nine months for assaulting a farmer, and four gipsy 
women concerned in the same case were committed to gaol for fourteen 
days each. 

At the recent Middlesex Sessions, Sir Ralph Littler said that in view of 
the regulations made by the Attorney-General under the Poor Prisoners’ 
Defence Act, he should withdraw the proposed standing orders which 
required that where poor prisoners intended to call evidence they should, 
three days before the hearing, give the court notice of the nature of the 
evidence, the names and addresses of the witnesses, and the substance of 
what they would prove, the penalty for non-compliance being postpone- 
ment of the trial and disallowance of the expenses of the witnesses. He 
desired it to be known that he had given instructions that no payments 
under the Act would be made to any solicitor until he had made a declara- 
tion that he had neither received or was going to receive any money from 
the prisoner or friends on his behalf. During the sittings, says the Times, 
one prisoner applied under the Act for counsel, and the chairman told 
him that he should have applied at the police court on being committed 
for trial. The prisoner replied that he was told at the police court, and 
also at the prison, that the sessions would be the place to make his applica- 
tion. The chairman said that he had been through the depositions, and he 
could find nothing in them that would warrant his granting the request. 

Many tributes were paid to Mr. Justice Byrne on the re-opening of the 
courts. Mr. Justice Kekewich said that: ‘* The profession and the public 
have alike suffered a severe loss in the death of my brother Byrne. Else- 
where and on other occasions we may think and speak of him as the head 
of a family, the social friend, the candidate, or the member of Parliament, 
but here to-day we must dwell only on Byrne the junior, Byrne the Q.C., 
Byrne the judge. In all these characters he achieved distinction such as 
falls to the lot of only a few. No client was better advised or had his case 
better argued than he who selected Byrne for his counsel ; and no suitor 
left his court without satisfaction that, whatever the result, the case in 
hand had been treated with painstaking industry combined with that 
knowledge and that application of knowledge by a well-trained and 
well-balanced mind without which even industry itself may be 
futile. The suitor can scarcely have failed, and no one else in court 
can possibly have failed, to notice the unvarying courtesy which 
is the aim of every judge, and the necessary attribute of an English 
gentleman.’’ Mr. Justice Buckley, in a touching address, said: ‘‘ The 
list which I take over to-day comes to me from a judge who, in the 
few days which have elapsed since last we met in these courts, has been 
taken from us. This, which is uppermost in all our thoughts, must find 
expression before we can proceed with the work of to-day. The words 
which I propose to say will be simpleand few. Simplicity was the keynote 
of his character, and that which is said of him in this place ought to be 
simple too. To all of us, whether members of the bar or members of the 
bench, it will seem unnecessary to dwell on the success which he achieved 
at the bar, the reputation which he won in the House of Commons, or the 
careful and conscientious work which he Gid upon the bench. All these 
are the outcome of ability mated with untiring patience and perseverence. 
I would rather dwell upon the characteristics by which we shall all remem- 
ber him—his gentle courtesy, his unvarying patience, his calm and thorough 
discharge of his duty, gentle to all who came before him, to the weak as 
well as to the strong, to the small as well as to the great, patient almost to 
a fault. Long after his strong common-sense and his grasp of legal 
principles had led him to the right conclusion he was always ready still to 
usten, lest, perchance, something should remain to be said which might 
lead him to modify, or even to alter, the decision at which he had arrived. 
To one conscious of hastiness in temper or in judgment he might well stand 
asalesson. To myself, as the judge who worked with him, and under 
him, in this branch of the Chancery Division, ne was emphatically a brother, 
ever loyal, ever kindly, ever considerate. There has passed from among 
us he whom we can never remember without regret; a blameless and 
useful life has found what seems to us too early an end, and we are all the 
poorer,”’ 








Death. 


Metxor.—On the 5th of April, 1904, at Hastings, suddenly, of acute pneumonia, Harry 
Ogden Mellor, folicitor, of the firm of Mellor, Smith, Winby, & Jones, aged 39. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or ReoistRars In ATTENDANCE ON 







Date Emercency Appgeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
° Kora. No. 2. KEKEWICH. Byrye. 
Monday, April ........ 11 Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
Tueaday...rcoeee...006--e0e012 Church R. Leach Beal - W. Leach 
Wednesday .1d Karmer Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Thursday ... ees | King R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Friday .... eden W. Leach Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Saturday ...........se 16 Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
FARWELL. Buck.ey. Joyce. Swinren Eapy. 
Mr. King Mr. Church Mr. Jackson Mr. Beal 
2 Farmer Greswell Pemberton Carrington 
g Church Jackson R. Leach 
Farmer Greswell Pemberton Godfrey 
King Church Jackson Pemberton 
Fanner Greswell Pemberton Jackson 








COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appgat Court I. 

Final, Interlocutory and New Trial Ap 
from the King’s Bench Division, Final 
and Interlocutory Appeals from_ the 
Admiralty Division, and Cases in In re 
The Workmen’s Compensation Act, or 
other Business proposed to be taken in 
this Court, will, from time to time, be 
announced in the Daily Cause List. 


Appgat Court II. 


Final and Interlocutory Appeals from the 
Chancery Division, Final, Interlocutory 
and New Trial Appeals from the Probate 
and Divorce Division, Bankruptcy and 
Lunacy Appeals and hy en from the 
Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts, 
or other Business proposed to be taken 
in this Court, will, from time to time, be 
announced in the Daily Cause List. 

HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancrery Court I. 

Ma. Justice KEKEWICH. 

Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Kexewica will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses daily throughout the Sittings to 
the exclusion of other Business. 

Cuancery Covar II. 
Mr. Justice BYRNE. 

Except when-other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Byrne 
will take Actions with Witnesses daily 
throughout the Sittings to the exclusion 
of other Business. 

Kine’s Bencu Court I. 
Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 

Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Swinren 
Eapy will take Actions with Witnesses 
daily throughout the Sittings. 

Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Court. 
Mr. Justice FARWELL. 

Tues., April 12...Mots and gen pa 

Wednesday 13 

Thursday 14} General paper 

Friday ...... er me nt gen, Pe ae 
‘ . § Liverpool an anchester 

Saturday 16 { Socmetan 

Monday ..... 18...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...19...Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 


Weinetay 20] General paper 


Friday . ...22...Mots and gen pa 

Saturday .. 23...Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Monday ......25...8itting in chambers 

Tuesday...... 26 

Wednesday 27 } General paper 

Thursday ...28 

Friday ...... =. om hee gen pa - , 

nchester anc verpoo. 

Saturday ...30 | hciatinegs 

Mon., May 2...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ... 3...Sht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Thode. : { General paper 

Friday ...... 6...Mots and gen pa 

Saturday ... 7...Sht caus, pets, & gen pa 

Monday... .. 9...8itting in chambers 

Tuesday ...10) 

Wednesday.11 j General paper 

Thursday ...12 

Friday ...... ae — 5 ae ve 

iverpool an chester 

Saturday ...14 | AyrPes 

Monday...... 16 . Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...17.,.8ht caus, pets, and gen pa 

Wednesday 18...General paper 

Thursday ...19... Mots and gen pa 

Friday ..... 20...Remaining mots 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in Court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 
Paper. 

N.B.—The following papers on further con- 
sideration are required for the use of the 
judge, viz. :—Two copies of minutcs of the 
proposed | udgment or order, 1 copy plead- 
igs, and 1 copy master’s certificate, 
which must be left in court with the 
judge’s clerk one clear day before the 
further consideration is ready to come into 
the paper. 

Cuancery Courr IV. 
Mr. Justice BUCKLEY. 

Tues.. April 12.. Mots and non-wit list 

Thorny” +4 | Non-wit list 

Friday . ...15...Mots and non-wit a 

\}Sht caus, pets, pros-dure 

Saturday ...16 (sums, wad non-wi¢ ust 

Monday...... 18., Sitting in chambers 





\ Companies Acts and non- 
Tuesday... ;19 ) wit int 
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Wednesday 20 acme 
Thursday ...21 } Non-wit list 
Friday ......22.. -Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ..28{ Sit cis; ets, procting 
Monday...... 25 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .....26 og Acts and nop. 
Wednesday 27 | ~ it li 
Thursday ...28 § Non-wit list 
Friday ....... 29. a and non-wit list 

, | Sht caus, pets, pr 
Saturday ...30 { sums, and non-wit ree 
Mon., May 2...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ... ey - Acts and non. 


wit list 
Wednesday 4; wit li 
Thursday ... 5 5 Non wit list 
Friday ...... 6. a and non-wit list 
Sht caus, pets, proced 
Saturday ... 7 sums, and non-wit list ” 
Monday...... 9...Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ...10 } Companies Acts and nop. 


wit list 
bad pd = f Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 13...Mots and non-wit list 
a { Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday ...14 i sums, and non-wit list 
Monday...... 16...Sitting in chambers 
) Companies Acts and non. 
Tuesday ...17 ) wit lst 


Sht caus, pets, procedur- 

Wednesday 18 1 sums, and non-wit list 

Thursday ...19 Mots and non-wit list 
> j Remaining matters and 

Friday ..... 20 } non-wit list 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be » 
heard. The necessary papers, includ. 
ing two copies of minutes of the pm. 
posed judgment or order, must be left 
in the Court with the judge’s clerk one 
clear day before the cause is to be putin 
the paper, in default the cause will not be 
put in the paper. 

N.B.—The following Papers on further 
consideration are required for the use of 
the Judge, viz. :—T wo copies of minutes 
of the proposed judgment or order, 1 
copy pleadings, and 1 copy master’s 
certificate. ‘These must be left in court 
with the judge’s clerk one clear day 
before the further consideration is ready 
to come into the paper. 

Cuancery Court III. 
Mr. Justice JOYCE. 

Tues., April 12...Mots 

Wednesday 13 <2 45 

Thureday > 14 $ Non-wit list > 

Friday ...... 15 Mots and non-wit -. 

.) Sht caus, pets, procedure 

Saturday ...16 (sums, and non-wit list 

Monday...... 18.. Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...19 LPNs 

Wednesday 20 > Non-wit list 

Thursday ...21 2 

Friday ......22 Mots and non-wit list 
. oo | Sht caus, pets, pre 

Saturday ...23 (sums, and non-wit list 

Monday...,. 25 .. Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ...26) 
Wednesday 27 } Non-wit list 
Thursday ...28 


Friday ...... 29 Mots and non-wit aon 

‘ Sht caus, pets, procedure 
Saturday... 30 i sums, and non-wit list 
Mon., May 2...8itting in chambers 


i a 
Wednesday 4 Non-wit list 
5 


Friday ...... 6 Mots and non-wit list 
Sht caus, pets, procedure 
7 ¥ 
sums and non-wit list 
Monday...... 9 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...10 
Wednesday 11 { Non-wit list 
Thursday 12) a 
Friday ...... 13...Mots and non-wit a oo, 
= Bht caus, pets, prot 
Saturday ...14 sums, and non-wit list 
Monday..... 16...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...17 +4 45 
Wednesday 18 i Non-wit list 
Thursday ...19...Mots 
Friday ...... 2u . Mots ¢ ntinued 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cau 
book at_least one clear day before the 
same cai be put in the paper to be” 
heard. The necessary papers, inclu 
two copies of minutes of the propose 
judgment or order must be left with the 


judge’s clerk one clear day beforethe 
cause is to be put into the paper. 
N.B.—The following papers on further eo 
sideration are required for the use of t 
judge, viz.:—Two copies of minutes of 
the proposed —— or order, 1 copy 
pleadings, and 1 copy master's certificate, 


which must be left in cowt with 
judge’s clerk one clear day _ before the 
further consideration is ready 
into the paper. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 

EASTER SsITTINGS, 1904. 
_ The Appeals or other Business Propose d to be taken will, from 
time, be announced in the Daily (Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgm ent Reserved. 
(Ge) ieral List.) 
In re Wrightson’s Will Trusts and In re Wrightson’s Will 





time to 


Bet'* 





ol 


Wrightson v Thomas and ors appl of deft C F Thomas from order of 
Mr Justice Farwell (Heard before Pe cat Williams, Stirling, and 
Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ.) cav March 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

(General Last.) 
1900. 


In re The New Zealand Midland Railway Cold Smith (on behalf, &c) v 
Lubbock appl of The Industrial and General Trust ld from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 6, 1900 (s o until Trinity, 1904) May 
24 

1902. 

Foy, Morgan & Co v Kempf appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 

Joyce, dated Feb 6, 1902 pt hd (s o for Master’s certificate) April 23 


1903. 


How v Winterton appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Dec it, 1902 (so until further order—March 11, 1904, produce order) 
June 3 

Patent Exploitation 1d v American Electrical Novelty, &c, Co ld appl of 
pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated June 24, 1903 (so not 
before judgment given in House of Lords by same petners v Siemens 
Bros and Original Motion stand over Dec 19, 1903—by order) July 21 


1904, 


In re Atkinson Barber's Co v Grose-Smith appl of pltffs from order ot 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 9, 1903 Jan 2 

The Neostyle Manufacturing Co ld v Ellam S$ Duplicator Co ppl of 
pltff from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Dec 20,1903 Jan 27 

Mann v Marshall appl of deft from order of Mr J ustice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 23, 1903 Feb 4 

Kine v Jolly » bh of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Dec 17, 1903 Feb4 

In Camera (by order) In re Pigeon, dec Surgey v = appl of Sogo 
from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Nov 7, 1903 Jan 13 
Pigeon, dec Surgey v Pigeon and ors appl of ‘defts from order of Mr 
Justice Byrne, dated Nov7, 1903 Feb 4 

The Bishop Auckland Co-operative Flour and Provision Soc ld v The 
Butterknowle Colliery Co ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated Feb 1, 1904 Feb5 

In re Bowlby, dec Bowlby v Bowlby appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Nov 12, 1903 Feb 10 

Attorney-General and ors v The Ashton Gas Co appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Jan 26, 1904 Feb 16 

In re The Church Patronage Trust Laure v The Attorney-General appl 
of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Nov 18, 1903 (s o 
April 19) 

In 4 Henry Willis, dec Willis v Willis and ors appl of deft H Willis 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dec 10, 1903 Feb 17 

Ridout v Fowler appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated 
Jan 29,1904 Feb1l 

In re David Payne & Co ld Young v D Payne & Co ld appl of The 
Liquidator from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 6, 1904, and 
cross-notice by defts Exploring Land and Mineral Co ld, dated March 
15, 1904 Feb 19 

In re Dowson and Jenkins’ Contract and The Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874 “ppl ic of respt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 3, 
1904 Fe 

In re Spark’s "Trusts Massey v Spark appl of deft J 4 H Spark from 
order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 3, 1904 Feb 2 

| In re Johnston Foreign Patents Gold In re Johnston Die Press Co ld and 
In re Johnstonia Engraving Co ld The J P Trust ld and anr v The 
Companies appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated Feb 2, 
1904 Feb 25 

Johnson v Hewett appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated 
Feb. 19, 1904 (produce order) action to be reheard by order of Court of 
Appeal, March 2, 1904 Feb 26 

Mayo and ors v Seaton Urban District Council pe of pltifs from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 9, 1903 Feb 29 

The London and North’ West American Mortgage Co ld v The Law 

’ Guarantee and Trust Soc ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Byrne, dated Feb 10, 1904 March 2 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900 and In the Matter of 
the Syrian Ottoman Ry Co appl of deft co from order of Mr Justice 
Byrne, dated Feb 4, 1904 March 2 

In re Poole & Clarke's Contract and In re The Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874 applof C E Poole from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Jan 22, 1904 March 3 

Knight v Isle of Wight Electric Light and Power Co ld appl of deft co 
from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Jan 20,1904 March 3 

In re Allen & Driscoll’s Contract, dated July 22, 1903, and In re The 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 appl of E & F Driscoll from crder of 
Mr Justice Byrne, dated Feb 12, 1904 March 3 

In re'Occleston Occleston v Fullalove and ors appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 11, 1904 March 5 

The Lamson Pneumatic Tube Co ld v Phillips a of pltffs from order 
of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Feb 29, 1904 March 


, Crosse v Spedding appl of deft from order of Mr J uation Farwell, dated 


Feb 23,1903 M 
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Charles Webster (1899) ld v BSheinman appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated Feb 11, 1904 9 

In the Matter of the Estate of Joseph Law, dec Lawv Law Law v Law 
“ppl of pltff John Law from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 

1, 1904 (produce order) March 10 

Vinio v Candler appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated 
Feb 1, 1904 (produce order) March 12 

Stevens v Theatres 1d and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated March 18, 1903 March 15 

Villar vy Humfrey and anr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated Feb 5, 1904 March 17 

Addison v Singleton appl of pltff in forma pauperis from refusal of 
Mr Justice Byrne, dated Dec 16, 1904 (produce order) March 17 

In the Matter of an Indenture, dated Nov 6, 1882, The Law Union and 
Crown Insce Co v Hartopp and In the Matter of the Settled Land Acts, 
1882 to 1890 appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 12, 1904 (produce order) March 21 

Thompson & Son ld v Lloyd’s Bank ld appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Nov 5, 1903 March 25 

The Imperial Tobacco Co (of Great Britain and Ireland) ld v Parnell 
&Co appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 14, 
1904 (produce order) March 26 

Napier v Jarrott (by original action) Jarrott v Napier and ors (by 
counter-claim) app! of deft Jarrott from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 23, 1904 (produce order) March 28 

The North American Land and Timber Co ld v Watkins appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 7, 1903 March 28 

Hardy, &c v Davis and ors ‘appl of deft J W Browne from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 2, 1903 (produceorder) March30 Hardy, 
&c v Davis and ors applof deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Nov 2, 1903 March 31 

FROM THE CHANCERY, PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS. 

(Interlocutory List.) 
1903. 

In re Elizabeth Bradbury, dec Wing and aur v Bradbury and anr appl 
of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 26, 1904 
March 11 

Johnson v Whitaker appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
— March 9, 1904 (to be in the Paper on April 16, by order) 
March 17 

In the Matter of the Education Act, 1902, and in the Matter of an Arbitra- 
tion between the Hebburn Urban District Council and the Hedworth, 
Monkton, avd Jarrow United District School Board appl of the Hedworth, 
Monkton, and Jarrow United District School Board from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 11, 1904 March 29 

In re Chaloner Simpson v Long appl of deft R GW Chaloner from 
order of Vice-Chancellor Bacon, dated June 1, 1886 (set down by order 
of Court of Appeal) March 30 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Easter Sittines, 1904. 
Notices Retatrnc To rHeE Cuancery Cause List. 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 
the Easter Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Krkewicx.—Except when other business is advertised in the 
- sae | Cause List, Mr. Justice Kekewich will sit for the disposal of His 
Lo ip’s Witness List daily throughout the sittings, to the exclusion of 
other business. 

Mr. Justice Byrne.—Except when other business is in the Daily 
Cause List, Mr. Justice Byrne will sit for the disposal of his Lordship’s 
Witness List daily throughout the sittings, to the exclusion of other 
business. . 

Mr. Justice Fanwett.—The retained actions with witnesses will be taken 
by Mr. Justice Farwell on a day to be announced in the Daily Cause 
List 


Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Farwell will take 
Liverpool and Manchester Business as follows: Summonses in Chambers, 
Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on every other 
Saturday, commencing with Saturday, April 16th. 

Mr. Justice Bucxizy will take his business as announced in the 
Easter Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take his retained witness actions on a day to be 
announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Swinren Eavy.—Except when other business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady will take actions with 
witnesses daily throughout the Sittings. 

Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Justices Fanweit, BuckLey 
and Joyce will sit in court the whole day on every Monday during the 
sittings to hear chamber summonses, 

Summonses Adjourned into Court will be taken as follows: Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn as stated in the Daily Cause List; Mr. Justice Byrne, with 
Non- Witness Actions on days to be announced; Mr. Justice Fanwett, 
with Non-Witness Actions; Mr. Justice Bucxixy, with Non-Witness 
Actions ; Mr. Justice Joycr, with Non-Witness« Actions ; and Mr, Justice 
Swrxven Eapy, as stated in the Daily Cause List. 

Sreciat Noricy witn Rererence to Tue Cuoanceny Witness Liss. 

During the Easter Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of Witness 


Actions as follows : 
Mr. Justice Kexewicn will take his Witness List as announced above. 





Mr. Justice Byrne will take his Witness List as announced above, 
Mr. Justice Farwet1 will take the retained Witness Actions as announgeg 
in the Daily Cause List. 
Mr. Justice Buckiey will take the retained Witness Actions as announced 
in the Daily Cause List. 
Mr. Justice Joyce will take the retained Witness Actions as announceg 
in the Daily Cause List. 
Mr. Justice Swivren Eapy will take his Witness List as announceg 
above. 
Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to March 3l1st, 1904.) 
Before Mr. Justice Kzxrewicn. Freehoids ld v Bullen & Fitch agt 
Retained by Order. Bill v Bill act 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). Levin v Cecil act 
In re Horlock Roylance v Horlock | Greenwood v Greenwood act 
act pthd Tn re Foster Greenwood v Beaver 


act 
Petitions. Coxhead v Baker act 

In re Brett Brett v Le Marchant | Warsop v Warsop act 

petn (s o generally) Allen v Fitzgerald act 
Assheaton-Smith v Owen act 
Temple v Grimwood act 
Brightman v Bedells act 
Baldwin v Smart act 
Mathie v Smart act 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Wm Rowland, dec Bartholo- 
mew v Middleton adjd sumns 


pt hd 
In re Sarah Rowland’s 


Estate | Robertson v Smart act 
Bartholomew v Marsden adjd | Tranter v Philpot act 
sumns pt hd Spry v Ditchfield 
In reSquire,dec Hawkins v Squire | Tien v Paine Paine v Tien act 
adjd sumns (restored) and counterclaim 


Cooke v Davies act 

Collyer v Hollingsworth act 

Andreae v Greet and Engelbach 
act without pleadings 

The Holsten Brewery ld v Harridge 
act 

Collins v Grove act 

Parker v Maysey act 

Livermore v Thorn act 

The Mayor, &c of Ealing v Gibbon 
act and counterclaim 

Slazenger v Carter act 

In re Michael Cozens 

| Smith v Cozens act 

| Mainero v Columbian Nat Ry Cold 

| act and counterclaim 
The English Finance Corpn v Totin 


In re The Marquess of Ely Totten- 
ham v Ely adjd sumns (2) 
In re Bradshaw Bradshaw v Brad- 
shaw adjd appln 
In re Woolfe, dec Woolfe v 
Marsden adjd sumns 

Gordon v Maude adjd sumns 

In re Earl de la Warr’s Settled 
Estates and Settled Land Act 
pt hd 





Motions, by Order. 
Holzapfel v New Steel Brush Manu- | 
facturing Co ld 
Smith v Smith 
Nepean v Beadle 


Cozens- 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). | act 
Reasbeck v Bulmer act (April 13) | Dowling v Lister act and counter- 
Brodie v Sellon act (to come on claim 
with an action of ‘‘Sellon v | JevkinsvJones act and counter. 
Brodie ’’ not yet set down) claim 


York City and County Banking Co | 
v Seiers act and counter-claim 
(s o 14 days after discovery by 
both parties) 

Pilkington v Massey act 

Gaskell v Bond act 

Winby v Oyens act 

Lipman v Pulman act 

Hick v Simmons act 

Tate v Macleay act 

Elms v Fry act 

Mansell v Jones act 

In re Raybould, dec Davis v Ray- 
bould act 


The Capitan General Cigar Coldy 
The Wholesale Tobacco Supply 
Cold act 

The Joseph Dixon Crucible Cov 
Edwin Cooper & Cold act 

Ward v Harper act 





Before Mr. Justice Byxne. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Seaton Seaton v Seaton 
adjd sumns pt hd 


In re Lord Stafford’s Settlement 


Cima v Pothecary act and counter- and Settled Land Act adjd sumns 
claim pt hd 

Irving v Tonnies act In re Lord Stafford’s Will Gerrard 

Slade v Chaine act v Stafford adjd sumns pt hd 

Taylor v Smart act (restored) é 

Humfress.v Boyce act In re Peacock Daintree v Peacock 

Thorp v Coventry act adjdsumns (fur hearing) 


In re Wheeler, dec . Hankinson 
Haytor and ors adjd sumns pt 
hd (restored) j 

In re Blunt, dec Wigan v Clinch 


Solomon v Thorp act 

Garland v Biggs act 

Twist v Brook act and counter- 
claim 


Poncione v Higgins act & Green adjdsumns pt hd 

The General Electric Co v Fryer | In re Suckling Suckling v Jones 
act adjd sumns pthd 

Ray v Hazeldine act and counter- | In re Elizabeth Smith, dec Pratt 


v Stringer adjd sumns pt 
(to come on with fur hearing of 
Petition) 


claim 
Wallis v Blake act 
Currie vCave act and m f j 
Hamer v Jones act 
Davies v Harrison act 
Brune v Marshall act 
Coghill v Coghill act 
Wright v Carter act 
Truman, Hanbury, & Uo v Metcalf 
t 


ac 
Bernard v Smith act 
Davies v Davies act 


Motions. 

In re the Companies Act, 1862 and 
In re Mallett, Porter & Dowd ld 
motion (s 0 gen) 

Krebo v Fuerst motion 

Fuerst v Krebo motion’ 

Salviati, Jesurum & Oo v Camerino 
andanr motion 
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ity of London Brewery Oo v 
Revell motion : 

Bankes v Lander motion 

Turtle & Appleton v Harrington 


Petitions. 
Sander’s Trusts 
Mibot v Scarisbrick pt hd 


Summons. 
Inre Wingfield and Blew pt hd 


Further Considerations, &c. 
re Mitchell, dec Mitchell v 
Yarrow 3rd fur con pt hd 
In re McCafferty Winter v 
McCafferty adjd sumns tocome 
on with above (by order) 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

In the Matter of Patent, No 1,110 
of 1890, of C A Hitchcock and In 
the Matter of The Patents, 
Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1888 petn (set down by 
order)—s 0 until after appl heard 

Cross v The Mutual Reserve Life 


Insce Co aetion (so until after. 


H Lappl heard) 

Foster v English and ors act 
ge a . 

Fleming v Tuck ac 

Burgoyne & Co ld and anr v God- 
free & Co act (s o not before 
April 25) 

Munday v The Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Councillors of the Borough of 
Wandsworth act 

Harrison ana ors v Harrison act 

Brandon v Brandon action 

Wieland v Webster and ors act 

Stevenson v Le Couteur act 

Page v Hepworth act 

The Daily Investment Corpn ld v 
Park and ors act 

Cowan v The Granite Corpn 1d and 
ors act and mf j 

The Western Suburban, &c, Build- 
ing Soc v Jordan act 

E M Bowden’s Patents Syndicate ld 
and anr v Herbert Smith & Co 


act 
Philpot v Bath act 
Winterton v John C Hill & Co act 
Gardner v Palmer act 
Duckering and anr v Dyer act 
Arenillas Copper Mines ld v Otto 
Secauer act 
Abrahams and anr v Barsht act 
Barsht v Abrahams and anr 
gage waa 
Oblein vy Garner act 
Hommel vy Gebruder, Bauer & Co 


act 
In the Matter of a Trade-Mark, No 
222,761, and In the Matter of 
Patents, Designs, and Trade- 
Marks Act, 1883 to 1888 rectifi- 
cation of register (to come on 
with “‘Hommel v Gebruder,”” by 
order of Byrne, J, March 23, 
1904) 


Galloway v Hunter act 
In re Sarah Linsley, dec Cattley 
v West act 
Richards vy Northampton Union 
Bank 1d act 
Forman v Pollock act 
Twentyman vy Twentyman act 
Chaplin, Milne, Greenfell, & Co ld 
VL Hirsch & Co act (s o until 
teturn of Commission, by order 
of Byrne, J, March 26, 1904) 
land yRamuz act 
e Anilin und Soda Fabrick 
v W GThompson & Co ld and 
ors = act 


Same vy Same act 


Before Mr. Justice Farwe.u. 
Retained by Order. 
for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Hills vy Walker & Sons act (stayed 








until 14 days after return of 
Commission, by order of Master, 
dated Aug 10, 1903) 
Mercer v Denne act pt hd 
Jenkins v Metropolitan Bank of 
England and Wales act and 
counterclaim 


Causes for Trial (without Witnesses) 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Keck’s Settled Estates adjd 


sumns 

London City and Midland Bank ld 
v Greaves adjd sums (at the 
request of the purchaser) 

In re E D Cropper’s Estate Phillips 
v Hughes adjd sumns (to come 
on with fur con) 

In re Kenneth Mackenzie Mac- 
kenzie v Dick adjd sumns 

Plaskitt v Plaskitt adjd sumns 

In re G F Newton Hutton v Dyson 
adjdsumns_ .- 

In re Ackroyd, dec Orabtree v 
Jennings adjd sumns 

In re Repington, dec Wodehouse 
v Scobell adjd sumns 

In re Brayshays 
Walker v Brayshaws ld adjd 
sumns 

In re Parsons’ Settlement Parsons 
v Parsons adjd sumns 

Coats v Crossland adjd notice 

In re Griffith, dec Jones v Owen 
adjd sumns 

Chaplin v Pickstock adjd sumns 

In re Freeman Freeman v Freeman 
adjd sumns 

In re Paul, dec Bevan v Pearce 
adjd sumns 

In re Morgan Stratford Underwood 
v Stratford adjd sumns 

In re Grummitt’s Settlement 
‘Trusts Freeman v Grummitt 
adjd sumns 

In re Printing Arts Co Longstaff v 
The Company mf j 


Further Consideration. 
In re Cudlip & Sons ld Lee v Cud- 
lip & Sons ld fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Buckiey. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Ibo Investment Trust ld Wyler v 
Ibo Investment Trust ld act 
(restored) 

Foster v Waring act 

Cowper and anr v Milburn and ors 
act 


Attorney-Gen v Folkestone Corpn 
act (restored 


Further Considerations. 

Knott v Mac Cullum fur con (so 
for appointment of legal represen- 
tative) 

McGinnis v Edwards fur con 

In re Young Fry, dec Nicholls v 
Fry fur con 

In re Joseph Houlton, dec Rawles 
v Morgan fur con 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses, 

In re Garwood Garwood v Paynter 
adjd sumns 

In re Overbury, dec Fox v Over- 
bury adja sumns 

In re Oapel Miers, dec Braufill v 
Miers adjd sumns 

The Eaton Saxon Brew Co 
Dalby v The Company ev 
The Company m f j (s o until 
further order 

In re Bonham Lyon v Belcher 
adjd sums (s o for appointment 
of — ae 

Inre Sir W H Pearson, dec, and In 
re Dame EL Tulloch, dec Con- 


nell v Lewis adjd sumng 





In re J ony dec Birnstingl v 

'y jd sumns 

In re Alfred Packham, dec Woods 
v Rawlings adjd sumns 

In re H H B Loddiges’ Settlement 

Loddiges, dec 


In re Ash’s Estate Ash v Young 
adjd sumns (s o April 22) 

In re John Weston, dec Weston v 
Wade adjd sumns 

In re J P Pryse’s Settlements 
Fryer v Rice adjd sumns 

In re Elizabeth Ryan, dec Bailey 
v Moore adjd sumns 

In re Arnot’s Trusts Arnot v 
Arnot adjd sumns 

In re Bacon’s Trusts Collingham 
v Richardson adjd sumns 

In re William Henry Heath, dec 
Jackson v Norman adjd sumns 

In re William Pilkington, dec 
Eccles v Pilkington (jd sumns 

In re Tibbiths, dec Hart v Ashley 
adjd sumns 

In re Sidney Joseph Richard 
Stammer, a solicitor, &e adjd 
sumns 

In re Margaret Mariner, dec and 
In re The Trustee Act, 1893 
McOulloch v Phillips adjdsumns 

In re Adamson’s Settlement Trusts 


Adamson v Adamson  adjd 
sumns 

In re Foat, dec Holness v Foat 
adjd sumns 


In re Ankerson, dec Gange v 
Ankerson adjd sumns 

In re Florence Ada Monica Rath- 
borne, dec In re Ambrose Beatty 
Rathborne, dec Rathborne v 
Mosley adjd sumns 

In re Walton, dec Faulkner v 
Wilson adjd sumns 

Inre Turner, dec Hipwell vSonnex 
adjd sumns 

In re © Roberts, dec Roberts v 
Roberts adjd sumns 

In re Marion Mules, dec Ovbbold 
v Crozier adjd sumns 

In re Burbidge’s Contract and in 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act 
adjd sumns 

Keith v XX Century Clubld points 
of law (by order, dated March 3, 


1904) 
In re Webb, dec Hubbard v Mc 
Kean adjd sumns 


Companies (Winding-up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 

Caledonian Engineering Co ld (petn 
of W Monington—witnesses—s o 
from Nov 11, 1902, pending trial 
of action) 

London and South Counties Press ld 
(petn of Gus Hart—s o from 
Aug 4, 1903, until after appeal) 

Electric Tramways Construction 
and Maintenance Co ld (petn of 
A J Paine—s o from Jan 12 until 
summonses disposed o' 


Elmore Trust ld (petn of Eliza M A 


Scott—s o from Jan 26, pending 
trial of action) 

National Electric Traction Co ld 
(petn of W G Skipworth—s o from 
March 1 to April 19) 

Anglo- Wyoming Oil Fields ld (petn 
of 8 De Lissa —s o from March 8 to 
April 19) 

Ferranti ld (petn of Estler Bros— 
s o from March 22 to June 28) 

G J Tilling & Sons ld (petn of J 
Lemon—s o from March 22 to 


am ‘ 

Associated Financial n | tn 

of J Elliott—s o tion Haren fo to 
April 19) 

Same (petn of Davidson and Mor- 
riss— same) 





George J Jessup Id (petn of H E 

Rashae aad exa—00 foie Bioaeh 
29 to April 19) 

H Sutton & Co ld (petn of James 
Hinks & Sons ld—s o from March 

Ryland > che and Ep 
y "8 gineering 
Co 1d (petn of the York City and 
and County Banking Co ld—s o 
from March 30 to May 3) 

The Free Lance ld (petn of Com- 


pany) 

Hall Finance Syndicate ld (petn of 
R Waygood & Co 1d) 

Golden Valley Mines of West 
Australia ld (petn of London and 
Coolgardie Explorers 1d) 

Seaside Hotels ld (petn of A Parks) 

Dowden & Pook ld (petn of R G 
Pook) 

Ivory Coast Mining Corpn ld (petn 
of Mining and General Supplies 
Co 1d) 

Syndicat Nord Africain ld (petn of 
John Langdon & Sons) 

Hartung, Puetz, & Co ld (petn of 
C W Hartung) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition (to restore Company’s 
Name to Register) under Com- 
panies Act, 1880. 
London and Canada Syndicate ld 
(petn of W Lumley and anr—s o 
from March 22 to April 19) 


Companies (Winding up). 
Motion. 
House & Cold (for leave to issue 
writ of attachment—s o from Jan 
19 to April 26) 


(Winding up) and 
cery Division. 
Court Summonses. 

Electric Tramways Construction and 

Maintenance _s ld (to ry 4 
roceedings—s o from March 1 to 
i days after action disposed of) 

Same (to expunge paragraphs from 
affidavits—same) 

Henry Lovibond & Son ld Field v 
Henry Lovibond & Son ld (to 
vary certificate, dated Feb 15, 
1904) 

London Drapery Stores ld (as to 
dealing with funds in hand of 
Liquidator’s Solicitors) 

Samuel Meggitt & Sons ld (on claim 
of C W Reeve) 

Grand Pnmp Room Hotel Co of 
Bath ld (on claim of R Smith & 
Co - witnesses) 

Mount Greenock Gold Estates ld 
(for balance order—witnesses— 
retained by Mr Justice Byrne) 

Ibo Investment Trust ld (for direc- 
tions to Liquidator as to contracts 
for sale, &c) 

Urmston Grange Steamship Co ld 
(for payment of late Liquidator’s 
costs, &c) 


Companies 
Chan: 





Before Mr Justice Joycr. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Meyhew v Willett act 
In re Duncan, dec Duncan v 


Wilson act : 
Ward v Isle of Wight Rural Dis- 


trict Council act (April 19) 
Curl v Webster act 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
Husbands v Hodson adjd sumns 


adj 
In re Green Jennings v Grasmere 
Urban District Council adjd 


sumns 
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In re Beauclerk’s Trust Watson 
Taylor v Hough adjd sumns 
(s o for other defts to be added) 

De Quitteville v De Quitteville (s 0) 

In re Bell, dec Bell v The Royal 
Sea Bathing Hospital of Margate 
adjd sumns 

Smith v The Real Estates Corpn 
adjd sumns (s 0) 

In re Bedford Estate and Settled 
Land Acts adjd sumns 

In re George Burrow’s Settlement 
Tyler v Burrow adjd sumns 

Property and Estates Co v Pollard 
adjd sumns 

Fitzgerald v Harford adjd sumns 

In re Smith, dec Adamson v 
Smith adjdsumns 

In re The Woolwich and Plumstead 
Coffee Taverns Co ld Watts v 
The Company mf j 

In re Tofield’s Settlement Harvey 
v Reckless adjd sumns 

In re Venn’ Lindon v Ingram 
adjd sumns 

Fooks v Henderson adjd sumns 

In re Oatway Hertslet v Oatway 
adjd sums 

In re Baldock, dec 
Baldock adjd sumns 

In re Nelson Smith v Nelson 
adjd appln 

In re Craven, dec Craven v Craven 
adjd sumns 

InreJ MTaylor Taylor v Raven 
adjd sumns 

In re Earle Landon v Moody adjd 
summns 

Gill v Westcott adjd sumns 

In re Pidcock Penny v Pidcock 
adjd sumns with witnesses 

Duff v Fleming adjd sumns 

In re T Clarkson, the younger 
Webb v Clarkson adjdsumns 

In re Hawkin’s Settlement Brutton 
v Hawkins adjd sumns 

In re Dayrell, dec Hastie v Day- 
reli adjd sumns 

In re Washington, dec Johns v 
Washington adjd sumns 

In_re Trimmer Crundwell v 
Trimmer adjd sums 


Baldock v 


In re Sarah White, dec White v 
White adjd sumns 
In _ re Blundell, dec Smythe v 


Blundell adjd sumns 

In re Lacey, dec Waldegrave v 
Lacey adjd sumns 

In re Henry Brown, dec Hubbard 
v Martin mf j 

In re Rundle, Holborow, & Co 
Holborow v Rundle, Holborow, 
&Co mfj 


Further Considerations. 

In re Fletcher Fletcher vy Marsh 
fur con 

In re The Estate of Selman, dec 
Rose v Upfold fur con 

In_re Sale, dec Hargreaves v 
Entwistle fur con 

Braikenridge v Foster fur con 

In re Baylie-Cullerne, dec Archer 
v Rutter fur con 

Hirschel v Strauss fur con 

In re Darley Savage v Moore fur 


con 

Bowman v Bagshawe fur con 

in_re Pestarena Mining Co 1d 
Donagan v Hill fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Swiyven Eapy. 
Retained by Order. 
Motions. 
~— v Ashplant & Devereux pt 





In re The Great Mount Lyell 
Copper Co ld Farmer y e 
Great Mount Lyell Copper Co ld 

In re Howard Kyte & Co ld The 
Metropolitan Bank of England 
5 ea ld v Howard Kyte & 





In re Morrell Dibley v Reed 

In re Foster Beaver v Uttley 

In re Abbot’s Trade Mark Kempson 
v Bourner 

Fless v Tebbitt 

Fletcher v Morse 

Nolan v Betts 

Jones v Wolff 


Adjourned Summons. 
In re Thomas’ Settlement Penn v 
Thomas 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Peters v Goldsmid act 

In re Lord Swansea’s Settled 
Estates and In re Settled Land 
Acts, 1882 to 1900 adjd sumns 
(entered in Witness List) by 
order 

In re Same adjd sumns to come 
on with above 

Leconfield v Jolliffe act 

In re Deighton’s Patent, No 15,670 
of 1896 petn ordered to go into 
Witness List (s o until after 
decision of House of Lords in 
‘* Leeds Forge v Deighton ’’ 

In re Morison’s Patent, No 4,806 
of 1890, &c petn ordered to go 
nto Witness List 

Codd v Delap act (s o until return 
of Commission) 

In re Farbridge 
bridge act 

Copin v Klondyke Champs D’Or 
Syndicate ld stayed until return 
of Commission and for security 

The Council of the Metropolitan 
3orough of St Marylebone v The 
Great Central Ry act (April 20) 

Tooth v St Aubyn’s Mansions (Hove) 
ld act and m fj (s o till record 
amended) 

Dixon vZixon act 

George v Thomas act 

Grange v Hobbs act 

Morgan v Corpn of Newport act 
and counter-claim 

Winton v The Second St James’, 
&e, Building Soc act 

Brown v Musgrave act 

Deane v Deane act 

Pretty v Fraser act (not before 
Trinity Sittings) 

Goodsall v The Royal British Bank 
act 

Fitzherbert v Lord Stafford act 

Wood v Hall act 

Leckhampton Quarries v Bullinger 
and Cheltenham R DC act and 
counter-claim 

Harris v Flower & Sons act 

Murrell v Harris act 

Fry, Binns, & Co v London and 
South-Western Bank act and 
counter-claim 

Duchess of Marlborough v Thorn- 
waite act 

Mathieson v Mathieson act and 
counter-claim 

Wandsworth Borough Council v 
Wallis act 

University College, Oxford v The 
Mayor of Oxford act 

O’Halloran v Cobb act 

Lea v Thursby act 

Llewelyn v Swansea act 

Clayton v Read act 

Samuel v The New Balla Balla 
Copper Mines act and counter- 
claim . 

The West Coast Consols ld v Sir 
Colman Rashleigh, Bart act 

O’Reilly v Bonney act 

Lowitz v Strumpf act 

Berry v Laycock act 

In re Registered Trade Mark, No 
257,125, of the New Indestruct- 
able Accordion Pleating Co and 

the Patent Designs and Trade 

Mark Act, 1883 to 1888 motn to 

rectify register 


Farbridge v Far- 
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High Court of Justice.—Kiny’s Bench Division, 
Master in Cuampers ror Easter Sitrines, 1904, 


A to F.—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Lord Dunboyne; 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Day. 

G to N.—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Chitty; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Macdonell. 

O to Z.—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Archibald; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 

Practice Master. 

A master will sit daily in his own room in accordance with the following 
rota to dispose of all Questions of Practice, Ex parte Applications and 
General Business. 

Monday, Master Wilberforce. 

Tuesday, Master Lord Dunboyne. 

Wednesday, Master Macdonell. 

Thursday, Master Chitty. 

Friday, Master Day. 

Saturday, Master Archibald. 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


April 21.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriexp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSION to ONE-HALF of a TRUST FUND, represented by Metropolitan 
Stock, &c., value £7,000, eleven lives aged between 48 and 76. 





BEVERSION on decease of lady aged 63, provided the reversioner, aged 34, be then 
living, to One-twelfth of E-tate, vaitue £21,445; also Reversion, rec2ivable in 
the same events, to half of £764; also the Life Interest of the said gentleman 
in £198. Solicitors, Messrs. Couchman, Christophers & Lodder, Henley-in- 
Arden, near Birmingham ; and Messrs. Hepry Jacques & Sons, Birmingham, 

REVERSION to One-twenty-fourth of a Trust Fund, value £165,000, ian Railway 
Debentures, &c.; lady aged 66. Solicitors, Messrs. Cooper & Bake, London. 

POLICIES for £2,000, £2,000, £2,000, £1,000, £500, £500, £300. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Kirby, Millett, & Ayscough, and Messrs. Powell & Skue 3, London, and Messrs 
Ashwell & Tutin, Nottingham. 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 

April 21.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, atthe Mart, at 2:—Important Freehold and Leasehold 
Ground-rents, secured upon property at Euston-road, Haggerston, Hackney-road, 
Clapton, Forest Gate, Leytonst Wanstead, East Ham, Edmonton, Southwark, Ken- 
nington, Brockley-rise, Greenwich, Wand th, Shepherd’s Bush, Bow, West Ham, 

tford, Clapham, Fulham, Rotherhithe, and Paddington. Solicitors, Messrs. W. R, 

Millar & Sons, London.—Also Freehold Ground-rents, with Early Reversions, secured 

upon property at Kentish Town and Southwark. Solicitors, Messrs. Woulfe & Son; 

and Messrs. Nunn, Popham, & Starkie, London. (See advertisements, April 9, p. 








iii.). 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, April 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwirep 1n CHANCERY. 


D M Garstpz & Co, Limrrgp—Petn for winding up, presented March 31, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Quay st, Manchester, April 18, at 10. Swift, Huddersfield, 
solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 17 : 

“E” Synpicate, Limirep—Creditora are required, on or before May 9, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wallace McDonald, 13, 
Austin Friars. Renshaw & Co, solors for liquidator : 

Govu.pes & Mircne.y, Limitren — itors are required, on or before my! 20, to send their 
names and addresres, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Emmerson 
and Frederick William Womersley, 21, Spring gins, Manchester. Phelps & Co, Alder- 
manbury, solors for liquidators , 

Hartianps Co, Limirep (1896) (1w Liquiparion)—Creditors are gegen, on or before May 
10, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Walter Freire Marreco, 1, Clement’s inn : 

Hicoiss & Co, Limirep - Petn for winding up, presented May 31, directed to be heard 
before the Court, Queen st, Wolverhampton, on April 2% at 10.30. Woodcock & “ 
Bloomsbury sq, for Waterhouse & Son, Wolverhampton, solors for petner. Notice 
a ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the affernoon of April % 

Narurat Gas anp Powsr Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 8, to 

eir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury } 4 

Norma. Powper anp Ammunition Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Apeil 6 
directed to be heard April 19. Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs, Notice 
appearing must reach the above-named not later 6 o’ciuck in the afternoon of April 18 

Sournamrton Conn Excuanar Co, Limrrep — Creditors are required, on or before May 4, 
to ir names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

William Coventry Westlake, 25, Portland st, Southampton. Robins & Co, southampto’ 
solors for liquidator 

Tasman Lyevt Correr Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 9, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 





Urquhart, 193-155, Leadenhall st. Renshaw & Co, solors for liquidator 
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Susu Co, Lim1rep— Creditors are cK on or before May 14, to send 
their Lomas and ad addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to William 
Gleaves | Dest, 150, Chorlton rd, Manchester. ‘ale & Co, Manchester, solors for 


ganas Bo Howpvenr & —. Limitep — Creditors are coe, on or before May 1, to send 
names and addresses, and the particulars their debts or claims, to Andrew 


acredie, 26, George st, Sheffield 
as ‘ = London Gazette.—Tvurspay, April 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitzp In CaANOERY. 
Cam Rot Brake Co, Liuitep—Creditors are required, on or before ag am *) send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A E Tilley, 8, 
Staple inv, Holborn. Jones & Hamp, High Holborn, solors for the Syuidator 
CLARENCE Wuarr Saw Mitts Co, Lourep Petn for up, presented March 4, 
directed to be heard at the Town Hall, Newport, April 22, at 10.30. Horley, 
Andrew’s bldgs, Queen st, Cardiff, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than 6 0 ‘clock in the afternoon of April 21 
Georce Gress, Liwirep -Petn for win _up, ema M: 25, directed to be heard 
at the Court House, Corporation st, ham, April 21, at 10.30. ord, 
36, Temple st, Birmingham, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
20 


above-named not Jater than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

H. Sutton & Co, Lumrep —Petn for whaling up, noted 11, directed to be heard 
‘April 19. Whitelock & Storr, 65 and 66, cery Jn, for Gateley & Son, Bir- 

mingham, solors for p:tmers, Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 

later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 18 

Liseriax Busser SyNvIcATE, Luirep —Creditors are required, on or before May 28, to 
send in their names and addresses, . the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Edward Bower, 134, Fenchurch 

Measnam Terra Cotra Co, Lirrep uN en sTary Liquipatiow)—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 10, to send their names and addresses, the particulars o: their 
debts or claims, to Robert ichfield st, Burton on Trent 








Melbourne, 26, Green st, Li 
Samble, Burton on Trent, solor for liquidator 
New Oceana ous BVAAL) Coat Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
ag 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
illiam Watkins, 62, London wall Dale & Co, Cornhill, soiors for liquidator 
R eon & Co, Limite —Creditors are required, on or before ve. to send their names 
addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Westhead, 1, 
Martin st, Stafford Birch, Stone, solor to liquidator 
Tyxg Brass AND COPPER Tuse MANUFACTURING Co, Luurrep—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ir debts 
claims, to Thrale Coulson Martin, 86, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon Tyne Ingledew & 
Fenwick, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors to liquidator 
wed SoMMERV ILLE, LimrtreEp—Creditors are —— uired, on or before May 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or —- to —_ Cooper, 28, 
Budge row, Cannon st Mackrell & Ward, Walbrook, solors to liquidat 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Togsoay, April 12. 


McEacuen, Matcotm, Liverpool, Corkeutter April 30 Broad v Blease, Farwell, J 
Frodsham, Liverpool 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, April 1. 
A.tzrtoy, ALBert Hartiey, Bradford, Carrier April 23 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 
Baron, STEPHEN, + eae Blackwell, Derby, Licensed Victualler April 26 Rickards & 
ver, 
Boon, MarruEw, Soaseedth. nr Bolton April30 Richards & + ag Ashton under Lyne 
Baewer, Ev PHROSYNE Heex, Brentwood April30 Davies & Son, Ni 
Casamone, Joserpn Henry, Warwirk, Builder’ May 14 Campbell & Co, Warwick 
Couey, CAsKEL, Bethval Green April 8 Barrett, Cheapside 
Cory, Ricuarp, Lavgdon Court, nr Plymouth May 7 nm & Co, Gt St Helen’s 
Dawson, Harniert, Spital, Chesterfield May 10 Stone, Derby 
De Joxa, Frank, Cape Towa, ae of Good Hope, Theatrical Manager May5 Bannister 
Reynolds, Basinghall st 
Denny, Maria, Taunton Junel Rider & Heaton, New sq, Lincoln’sinn 
’ Warmington, Dudley 


Ducknousr, Esau, Dudley, Worcester May 3 Thompson 
Eavis, ALFRED, Woodborough, Wilts Mayi16 Jennings, Kentish Town | 
Ewanvrt, Barrow, Finsbury circus, Architect May 16 Lindo & Co, West st, Finsbury | 


circus 
Far, James Witx1am, North Shields May 5 Brown & mee de North Shields 
Goopwix, James Lecce, Upper Teddington April 30 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
Gaimwoop, Harrier, Sud , Suffolk Aprili3 Bates, Sudbury 
Harvey, SARAH, Altrincham, Chester A 30 Peacock & Jacques, Manchester 
Hicks, Freperick Tuomas, Dover April 30 Carder, Dover 
Howson, Tuomas Moss, Baldoch, Herts, Merchant May 7 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 
Jouxson, Harry, Leyton, Ewex April 30 Rawlinson & Son, New Broad st 
Lawry, Banu EL, "Trelowthos, Probus, Cornwall April 23 Law . Plymouth 
Lewis, Maarna, Leyton, Evsex April30 Godwin vi Son, Woo! jechange, Coleman st 
Liwsrrp, Ann, Hove, Sussex vil 30 Smith & Smyth, Aldersgat 
MoIvor, ANNE, San Atigits, Southern India Mayes it “Walker, Quality ct, | 


Chancery 
Morr, Captain’. J aes Gorpon, Elgin crescens May 14 Clarke & Co, Old Broad st 





| Sronz, Marwoop, Trull, 
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Montcomery, Henry noms, Se Saltram cres, aes av Junel Janson & Co, College hill 
Nappermier, Evten. Walsall May 26 Bill, Walsall 
i” Jostan, North Shields, Photographer May 5 Brown & Holliday, North 
Riapy, Peter, Southport May10 Williams, Sonthport 
Row.ey, WitL1am Epwin, Glasson! ed Cant & Fairer, Penrith 
Rorrer, Frances Juuia, Little Budworth April 30 & Smith, Manchester 
Sarg, EvizasETH ae Southport April16 Robinson & Sons, Clitheroe 
Samvgt, Extas, acer i Towsley & Weightman, Basinghall st 
Sanve.t, 8anau, Brixton hill li 9 Mott & Son, Bedford row 
SurrnarD, James, Thornehill Bitterne, Hants, Brick Manufacturer May 7 Page & 
Gulliford, Southampton 
Suerman, Exvizasetu, New York Junel Rider & Heaton, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Srzccat, Wi.u1am, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Carman May 14 Maskell & Nisbet, 
John st, Bedford row 
Srevens, Louisa, Hounslow April 30 Godwin & Son, Coleman st 
Supparps, Nanvey, Bradford May12 Gaunt & Co, yy ee 
Tuomson, Emma May, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon May 14 Morrison, Bedford 
Tomutnson, Caazves, Pontne ydd, nr Pontypool ous 1 Watkins. & Co, Pontypool 
Tro._iope, Epwarp CHARLES, May 14 Green & > Southampton 
Tucker, Henaretra, Hounslow A; Son, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 
eee Georcs. Middle Handley, Staveley, Derby, Joiner May 14 Stanton & Walker, 


——- Marcaret, Middle Handley, Staveley, Derby May 14 Stanton & Walker, 


esterfield 
Warers, Mary, Hazel Villa, Mon at 1 , Chepstow, Mon 
Wiiiams, Evizapers Jane rs, Penge toa, Gorm Apri 9 Bonnets, Truro, Cornwall 
Wink ess, Jos, Burton on "trent 3 hihesdeon, Boston 


London piri. April 5. 


Hewnsuaw, Evizasetu, Handforth, Chester April 30 Stott, Manchester 

Houmay, Samus, Bitterne Park, Southampton May 17 Hallett & Martin, Southampton 
Host, Jonw Fraxx Blackpool tg be Wi 

Kirsy, Jonny, Mile End A pril30 Kent & Co, Basinghall st 

Lor, Ann Hanna, Soutien May 2 Edgecombe & Co, Southsea 

Lonny, Irwin Catvert, Whitley Lower, nr Dewsbury, Farmer June 1 Walker, Dews- 


b 
Pouraus, Davip, Middleton St George, Durham, MD May 2 Wooler & Wooler, Dar- 


Reyner, Eve etyn, Ashton under L; May 17 yo & chester 
Sapter, Cuar.orre, Cheltenham Ma 7 Bab gm rm 
eon, ee st, Bedford row 


SurrH, Saran, Hollowayrd May1 
Watiis, Gronce, Birmingham, et ML April 1 well & Co, Bir- 


ming 

Wuitcuer, James, Hove May7 Saulez, Hove . 

bees * Witiiam Heyry Samvuget, Wandsworth April30 Kirby & Co, Gt George st 
estminster 


London Gazette.—Fuipay, April 8. 


Atcock, JonaTuan, Cheadle, Chester, Builder May sl Memes & Co, Manchester 
Auuisox, Henry, Knaresboro' resborough, Shoemaker May Kirby & Son, "Harrogate 
Rassege, eaves, Hildenborough, Kent April 30 < i &J Y Johnson, Lincoln’s inn 


Beaumont, Marcaretre Anne, Wilmslow, Chester May 2t Doyle, by ed 

Brows. ee Tuomas Goopsarne, Old Trafford, Manchester April 30 Cooper, Man- 
al 

Copprneton, Francis Henry, Southport May 31 Costeker & Co, Blackburn 


Cummins, Jonn, South Shields May 17 Carpenter, Durham 
Fosta, 1 Hennica Gertrraupk Kyicat.ey, Cambridge May 28 Ginn & Matthew, Cam- 
Bramsdon & Childs, Portsmouth 


ge 
Foster, STEPHEN WaRNER, Gosport Ma 
Chew & Sons, 


y5 
Froeeartt, BexJsamin, " Butcher May 6 
Gairriyx, Josep Hussey, Bristol, M usician May 9 
Gum, Cuarzs, Seend, Wilts, Farmer Junel Radcliffe, Devizes 
Hawkes, Exvizasera BorrabAtLe, Kettering, esthamgtve May 10 Thurnall & Burgess, 


Kettering 
eweere. Eu, Blackburn, Cation, Peneaiore ce yy. 1 & Co, Blackburn 
UTCHINSON, JANE, eat, ou 4 right 0, 
Inisu, Saran, Bournheath, Bro! April16é Holt, Bromsgrove 
Jewitr, JARs Southport’ Joncas Welt East Retford, Notts 
Jongs, Extas, Land F— §- 30 Llandudno 
Jones, Marcaret, Pencoed, Glam we “ Whitey & Co, Cardiff 
Kexso, Eien, Tunbridge Wells len Be & Co, - Liverpool 
LANGMBAD, Tuomas, Harlesden up ullock, London W: 
Layarp, {pa Gasrie.ie, Bath y7 speecbly — New oa Ti heh inn 
LEADBEATER, GEORGIANA ae Dewsb Brearley, Ba ~~ 
LeapBEATER, WILLIAM, Dewsbury, Groth Conver Ji June 1 pe tley 
npDsEY, Emma, Tunb bridge Wells May 18 i Pain, Dover 
Movtrriz, Grorce Wititam, Surbiton May London Wall 
Newman, Samve., May 13 R.4,. Back. Norwich 
ees 'Feaxcis Murray, Taunton May 1 Rickards & Nightingale, Crown ct, O.d 
road s' 
Parker, Tuomas, Gorton, Lancs May14 Marriott & Co, Manchester 
Savery. ALIcE, Brynmawr , Brecon May 13 foe ae Co, Bedford row 
Spink, Henry Hawkes, j jun, York, Solicitor June7 .T~ & Brown, York 
Spurr, Cartstiana, Ben Yorks May 9 Atkinson & Son, Doncaster 
SreepMan, Frances, Wellington, Salop May} Lea, Eccleshall, Staffs 
me Taunton April 30 Marwood Stone, jun, and Lewis Stone, Trull, 
unton 
TownsHeEnD, Samvet Taomas, Norwich, Carver May9 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 
es, Leadenhall st 


‘Tuttoca, Isapgetta Maynarp, Brighton May 31 
18 Seunee & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 


Wa ter, Sir Epwarp, KCB, Bournemouth ay 4 
Wisoy, Peter, Heaton, Neweastle upon Tyne y16 Stanton & Co, Newcastle upon 


' Worpsworts, Josrrn W1i.1am, Sheffield May7 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

















Westmorland, Bobbin Manufacturer Curary, WittiAM Tomas, ey Draper April 1é¢ at 
2 Off Rec, Figtree In, Shetti 


Bankruptcy Notices. (7 °Réndal’ PerMareh a1 Ord March 31 : 
re 
Pp y . | Rosensere, Samugt, Leeds Leeds Pet March 31 Ord | Gappes, a ame, lange: oe Grocer 
London Gazette. —Turspay, April 5. March 31 April 1 eo, 34, Fisher 
arn 2 Srorrs, Henry Wiiuiam, Lincoln, Motor Dealer Lincoln | Groom, James, , Grocer April 13 at12 2, Offa st, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Pet March 10 Ord March 30 Harefi 


Brown Maser, Guiphen, Grocer Swindon Pet March 9 | Youyas, Harry 
Ord March 3: Cambridge 
Erninatox, | Grauam, Penrith, Cuneta, 
Gardener Carlisle Pet March 31 Ord March 3 
Gerararp, Putie, Upper Cotton, Cheadle, =, "Farmer 
Stoke upon Trent Pet March 31 Ord Maro 
Jouy, CHaRLes BEnRy, Ipswich, alienate ‘Assistant Ap 


wich Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
. eo Isat 11 174, 





Pet March 31 Ord March 3 
Norros, Taomas Eut - hl Hants, pars Smith | I Reve 
Pag? teamoath Pet March 31 Ord March 3 rae 
KINsoN, Exizapetu, Pudsey, Yor! Fancy Draper jon 
Bradford Pet March 30 Ord March 30° BU Xpril 13 at 2.30 Off Ree, 


Pet March 31 Ord March 


FIRST MEETINGS. | 11 Off Reo, Trin 
Baautey, Grorar Prrorvat, Ukeston. Derby, Plumber | 
ril 18 at 11 Of Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


L Bannen, oe Birmingham, F " 
& Marirae, W Kasia, ») Engi Leeds on rmingham 
3 Ord Mar _ can Bickrorp. S ahasnant JonaTuan, Huyton, oar Liv 


Manchester 


erelo 
Et.err, Littleport, Soap, Grocer | Harr, James, Sheffield, Tailor April 14at 1230 Off Ree, 
|_"Figtree in, Sheffield 


» Tv, K w Hull, Builder April 13 at 
Kewr, Heese iny Ho pon 2, seven agate 
9 at 10. 


ton, Northumberland, Farmer 
, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


House In, 
Kuiper, 9 
Shi 


Fine Art Dealer am | Oxo, eas "utowaty 


Tyne 
| ‘Pane, Aurrep, Wylde Green, Sutton Coldfield April 15 
174, Corporation | 


ZABETH, Pudsey. Fancy D. 
Be ey Ae 


April 14 at 10.90 Off 


, Manufacturers’ Agent | Panutssox, 
Byrom st, Manchester Apnl 19 
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. Crows, F. ‘Anrave, Benton, ur_Lesls, Wale 
PAT eo OH Ben So Tord ot Batted | "Gardener “Apel 18 at 10° Off Rec, 94, Fisher st, | ‘Manufacturer's Agent Manchester Pet Feb 10 "Oat 


29, Tyrrel st, 

Pirrt, ‘ or Walk Mill ” Eocleshall, Staffs, Miller ary 
15 at 11.45 Messrs we Waeht & Westhead’s Offices, 1, 
Martin st, Stafford 

Provuproot, Davip Youne, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, 

at, Nomeneth April 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 30, 
Mosley ewcastle upon Tyne 

Sace, Franx. Bristol, Clothier April 13 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

SHaprortH, Joux Taomas, H M Prison, Newcastle on Tyne, 

A — 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 


Newcastle on 

Saaw, Wii.iam, Bradtord, Grocer April 19 at 230 Off 
29, st, Bradford 

Surra, Joun BERT, Joz Grorce Smita, and WitiiaM 

Beavus Smiru, Deeping St Nicholes Lincs, Carriage 

i April 15 at 11.45 The White Hart Hotel, 


Spalding 

SriLzs, Gzorcr, Birmingham, Coal Merchant April 14 at 
11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Toutxsox, WitiiaM Herry, Liverpool, Grocer April 13 
at12 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wicxixsox, Wituam, New le upon Tyne, Sawmaker 
April 13 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Wriaeat, Steraen Hanson, New Clee, Gt Grimsby April 
13at11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bartow, Witrerp Ex.rm, Tewkesbury, Hotel Keeper 

B J N oe Tyne ‘cau Ty Pet 

ATY, Joun, Newcastle on e e eonTyne Pe 
March 22 Ord March 30 


Bickxvorp, Witu1am Joxatuax, Huyton, nr Liverpool, 
Toland — Officer Liverpool Pet Feb 19 O.d 


Brows, Rosert Atuisoxn, Newbus Grange, nr Darling‘on, 
Dur Fad Proprietor Durham Pet Feb 6 
Ord March 30 

CLapsox, Pe me ———— Bath aimed 
bourne Pet March Ord March 

Errinetox, WI.iiam Seenan, Penuith, Sotetent, 
Gardener Carlisle Pet March 31 Ord March 3 

Geerargp, Pair, Upper Cotton, Cheadle, — Farmer 

oke upon Trent Pet March 31 Ord March 

Jouty, C#arves Hewry, Ipswich, Corn Merchant’ en 

taht Wie, ae mage ee 

TRE, WaLter Lorp, vi meer s 
Pet March 31 Ord March 

Nortox, THomas Ext, Gosport, ants, Ship's Smith Ports- 
mouth Pet March 31 es March 31 

Oxp, James Lionat, Northumberland, Farmer 
Newcastle on Tyne et March 10 Ord March 29 

Parxixsox, E.izaperu. Selew. Yorke Fancy Draper 
Bradford Pet March 30 Ord March 30 

Pirer, rong tl akg Mulbrooks ¥y nt Hailshan, 

Pet March 19 Ord March 31 

Ries. Joux, Kendal, Westmorland, Bobbin Manufacturer 
Kendal’ Pet March 31 Ord March 3 

Rosenserc, Samvet, Leeds Leeds Pet March 31 Ord 
March 31 


East- 


Suercey, James Staxiey. and Cuirrorp Postixs, Open- 
shaw. ester, Baker Pet March 8 
Ord March 31 


Stones, Hexry Wi.11am, Lincoln, Cycle Dealer Lincoln 

Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
Wuerrer, Francis, —-—F Birmingham, Foundry 
ham Pet March 3 Ord March 31 


‘oreman 
Younes, Harry Bsa i Cambridge, Grocer 
Cambridge Pet March 3 Onl March 31 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, April 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bamrogrna, ee ie or Huddersfield, Publican 
Huddersfield Ap.il6 Ord April 6 
Begstox, ory son Ashford, Kent, Grocer Canter- 
Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 
Bopixe10x, Doveias Epwaup, Sutherland pl, Bayswater, 
Traveller High Court Pet rch 31 


ee, a oe LY st, “or Agent High Court 
Geroncs, eet cies Postbompten, Mason 
Pet Aoril 6 Ord Aoril 
> ante. Maidstone, Cost event Maid- 
Aprilé Ord April ¢ 

Howe AH Sarthe Court o1 High Court PetFeb12 Ord 

Juzagp, Farvericx Sarrery, Upstreet, Kent, Carter 
Cc Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

McDow arp, a, Altrincham, Cheshire, Fish Dealer 
Manchester Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 


Maram Jo, ae ay og | Eowarp Maesaart, All 

‘estbourne Case Makers 

Court Pet Aprilé Ord A il — 

Poruam, gause Parser es acton, Farmer Colchester 

Pa March 15 Ord March 

Roszrts, Witiiam, Blaenau Festinic or, Quarry- 
man Portmadoc Pet March 30 Ord Mare 

Rosasraat. Eetuer, Wentwrrth st, Barliich, Draper 
Court Pet March 20 Ord April 6 

etherby, Yorks, Boot Maker York 


ck 
, dous, O Watchmaker Oldham Pet 
Apel s Ord April 6 aaa 
as v, > the Dert e . 
ot ED ye , by. Teaser »y Pet March 


Wary, 3 femme, Mompen, Dealer Newport Pet April 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Boviseros, Doves Evwarp, Sutherland pl, Bayswater, 
= weller April 19 at 11 Saaksuptey bidgs, 
Congereit, Wscan Hzexnr, Gee Crom, Hyde, Cheshire, 
Manag: A 1 
2.2) Od Ree, Byron ot, Mane os a 


— 


Carlisle 

Frost, — Wiu14m, Wimbledon, Supply Stores Dealer 

April 19 at1130 24, Railway app, on Bridge 

GateHouse, ALFRED Tom, Winton. within Bournemouth, 
Saddler April19at12.45 OffjRec, City chmb rs, Endless 
st, Salisbury 

Grorez, Hersert, Freemantle, Southampton, Mason 
April 18 at 3 Off Rec High st, -—-. 

HEARNDEN, SHARLES. Meine 6 Coal Merchant May 4 at 
1l Off Rec, 9, King st, Maidstone 

Hitimay, Dantet, Jou Hamproy, Kingswinford, 
Boer’ . April 18 at 11 The Dudley Arms 

Hirst, WILLIAM, ry Auckland April 18 at 3.15 Off 

°c, 25, st, Sunderland 

James, JOHN Davin, Penygraig, Giam, Coal Miner April 
19at 12 13.4, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Joitty, Cuartes Henry, Ipswich, Corn Merchant's Assist- 
ant April 22 at.2 36, Princes st, Ipswic' 

Jones, BERNARD, Caversham, Clerk April 18 at 3 14, 
Bedford row 

Le Marrre, Waiter Lorp, Leeds, Civil Engineer April 
®atil Of Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Liv ae ‘Arcaisatp, Burton on Trent, Fitter April 
a at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on 


Poruam, Ricans Payne, Gt Clacton, Essex, Farm:r April 
27 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Rayyer, THomAs, Poole, Dorset, Tobacco Merchant April 
19 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, E st, Salisbury 

Ropests, Caartes BArser, Wellington, Surrey, Builder 
April 19at12 Cannon st Hotel, Cannon 

RosenserG, Samvuzw, Leeds April 18 at i Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Suer.tey, James STaniey, and Cuiirrorp Postins, Man- 
Sate, Bakers April 18 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 

D 


TayLor, Gzoree, Wetherby, Yorks, Boot Maker April 18 
at 12,30 Off Ree, Duncom pl, York 

Tor.anp, A DE SAEs, 8t Alban’s, ele Stockbroker 
April 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, Bedford ro 

Wuitrorp, ALFRED Hewry, Dudley, Waate, 
April 19 at11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dailey +4 

Wittetts, Witiias, Old’ Hill, Rowley Regis, Staffs, Ol 
Work Manufacturer April 19 at1130 Off Rec, 199, 
Wolverhampton st, Dudley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bamrorta, CHARLEY, Slaithwaite, ~} — ree Publican 
Huddersfield Pet April 6 Ord A; 

Brzston, WALLACE a. a Rent, Grocer Canter- 
bury Pet Aprilé Ord A 

BopixctTox, Doveias Epwarp, Sutherland pl, eg 
Commercial Traveller High Court Pet March 3 Ord 


Cunnia. ty Davison, Cotham, Bristol, Schoolmaster 
Bristol Pet March 22 Ord April 6 

Evans, mee James, and Francis Josepn Buttcen- 
mcm, urch st High Court Pet Feb 20 Ord 


Fraser, 1 Caartes, King st, Beememaith, Tailor 
High Court Pet March 14 Ord Apri 

Gerorce, Herbert, eo Southampton Soutbamp- 
ton Pet April6 Ord April 

Goopwixs, WILLIAM Svan reais ye of Music 
High Court Pet March 23 Ord March 3 

HaAtx21, Istpore, Dalston, Boot eh na High Court 
Pet March 3° Ord March 31 

Hearnpex, Cuaries, Maidstone, Coal Merchant Maid- 
stone Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Jezanp, Freperick Sarrrey, be Kent, Carter 
Canterbury Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Karrennos, Jexs Curistiax, West Smithfield, Provision 
Merchant High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord March 31 

Lance, James 11am, New Broad st, Promoter of 
—_ | a mee High Court Pet Oct 5 Ord 


Lewis, Avi, Clifton hill, 8: John’s Wood, Licensed Vic- 
tualler HighCourt Pet March 16 Ord March 31 
LinpseLt, Mary Ann, Seven Sisters rd, Holloway High 
Court Pet March'4 Ord April 6 

McDonatp, James, Altrincham, — 7 Fish Dealer 
Manchester Pet April6 Ord April 

Manrsuatt, Jonny, and Grorce Epwarp aati L, West- 
one 2 » Packing Case Makers High Court Pet 

pril 6 

mats ae H, Blac 1, Fruit Salesman High Court 
Pet Jan8 Ord Maneh 3 - 

Nacetxor, Hyman, Walworth rd, Draper Sigh Court 
Pet Feb 20 Ord March 30 

RoBerts, ee Pianos postage, & Merlenet, Quarry- 
man’ Portmadoc Pet March 30 d March 30 


Suita, Jouw Rozert, = Gerace } bg and WiLiiaM 

Bzapvus Smita, Deeping St Nicholas, Lincs, 

Builders Peterborough Pet March2 Ord April 5 
Tuomrsos, Joux, Oldham, Watchmaker Oldham Pet 
Ww ~ gM enor I of W, Dealer wport 

est, James, Ne o Ne Pet 

April 6 Ord April 6 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Batpwis, Hewry, Cheetham, a Hy 
ym y Manufacturer "apal'o ri 
April 

Batre, —_ Jane, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer 
Hanley Pet March 23 Ord april 7 

Beproxp, B.. Emumanve., Crows Cheaping, oe 
Licensed Victualler Hereford Pet April 8 


April 8 
BiaxeLey, Tuomas Joseru, Greenheys, , Carver 
Manchester Pet April7 Ord April 7 


a Ouar.es, and Lina Borrericx, Kingston w 





‘ 


ingston upon Hull Pet April8 Ord A; 
Cranks, WILLIAM, Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet Roel! 9 
Ord April 9 





April 8 
aa Le yee Stockport, Licensed Victualler Stogy- 
et April7 Ord April 7 
Dean, 7 ®. Wrx.t1y, Haxey, "Tieee 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 
Douwx, Ropert, =, Durham, Builder Durham Pet 
March 18 Ord A 8 


Dyxg, Freak, Walab Boot Maker Walsall Pet A 
Ord ig pril 6 


Fouier, James, Hatford, nr Faringdon, Berks, Laj 
i 
ILLER, JoHN, Dar nes, “ed 
burn Pet April’ 8” Ord April 8 
rs TW. Dealer in Works of Art Newport 


, Ryde, 
Pet March 22 Ord Apri 
at Baling, Builders Brentford Pet 


Happon & Wang, W 
Pgs" Od Apel Northampton, Blackani 
ARRIS, JOHN, ‘ or ee th 
orthampton Pet April7 Ord A 

Hawkins, fe ge eadle Heath, Beater, Grey Cloth 
Merch Manchester Pet March 25 Ord a ril 8 

Busoni, Paut, re Plasterer B 
April9 Ord 


, Shoemaker Lincolg 


P 
Howe ti, WiLu1AM, ag Gairrirtx Howe tt, Gowerton, or 
wae’ Builders Swansea Pet March 24 Ord 


Hupson, Water Cramp, Belsize park pine vie Mer- 
chant High Court Pet ‘April? Ord A 
a} Clothier Chichester Pet 
April6 Ord A) 

Laminc, CHARLES Tai siidene, Draper Maid- 
stone Pet April? Ord April 

LickorisH, JosHua Sipvgy, southampton row High Court 
Pet March 1i Ord March 30 

Lopes, Wituram Epwis, Newnham on Severn, Glos, 
Schoolmaster nana gel Pet apul7 Orda il 7 

Mutter, ABest, Kingston m Hull, ane Kingston 
upon Hull Pet April 8 ‘Ord April 8 

Newton, WILLIAM aaa, Lape Liceased Victu idler 
Rochdale Pet April? Ord April 7 

Oszorne, Bertiz, Penrhewceiber, Som, Confectioner 
Pontypridd Pet April8 Ord april8 

Cnc, _ a Watchmaker Bedford Pet 


Paris, FrepeRiok ll Easterton, nr Proton, Coal 
Merchant Bath Pet April9 Ord april 9 

Parkinson, JAMES MARSHALL, Lng = upon Aull, Insur- 
ys Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet April 7 On 

pril 7 : 

Pincugs, Henry Hessert, pabinaien, Warwick, Grocer 
Coventry Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

BRaprorp, Liewettyy Warson, Strood, Rochester 
Rochester Pet April 8 Ord april 8 

Rayser, WILLIAM bi ad Leeds, Maltster Leeds Pet 
April7 Ord April 7 

Ricuaap, H Miura, | cased Kingston, Surrey Pet 
Jan 19 April 

Rincrose, JosErs,  Horbing, Lines, eee Peter. 
boro’ P Ord A 

SHawcross, a" stretford, nr >, Labourer 
Salford Pet April8 Ord April8 

Sxvuemer, Taomas, Bolton, pa Bolton Pet April 6 
Ord April 6 

Sournam, Joux, Hazel Grove, Chester, Solicitor Man- 
chester Pet March 30 Ord April 8 

Srursway, Francis Henry, Brockley, Furniture Dealer 
and Removal Contractor Greenwich Pet April 6 
Ord April 6 

Srewarp, James Witu1am, Bolton, Grocer Bolton Pet 
April 7 Ord April 7 . 

Tispatrs, WituamM ARTHUR Braprorp, Elmbridge, 
Worcester, Farmer Worcester Pet April 9 Om 


pril 

Watton, George, + Yorks, Grocer Bradford Pet 
april 8 Ord April8 

Wit.iams, Apragam, Cardiff, Fruiterer Cardiff Pet 
March 2% Ord April 8 

Witiiams, Watters, Wrexham, Draper Wrexham Pet 
April6 Ord April 6 

Woo.tvex, Epwargp, Enfield, Builder Edmonton Pet 
April8 Ord April 8 

Wericut, AL¥rep, ethorpe er Ty Contractor 
Peterborough Pet et March 29 Ord April 9 


Amended notice substituted for that penaet in 
the London Gazette of April 5 
Sronzs, Henry Witiiam, Lincoln, Motor Dealer Lincoln 
Pet March 10 Ord March 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Bamrorru, Cuariey, Slaithwaite, nr Hudders‘eld, 
Publican April 21 at 3 Off Ree, Prudential vldgs, 
New wt, Huddersfield 

Broxetr Sivxer Henry, Ditchampton, Wilts, Innkeeper 

Off’ Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, 


April x0 at 12 
bi 


BexzsrTou, —_ Joun, Ashford, Kent, Grocer April 28 
at 9.30 Off Rec, 68, Castls st, Canterbary 

Brack, 5, Wiuttan, Birmingham, Hay Hay Dealer peil 20 at 1 
174, Corporation st, Bi 

Brain, Josera Benepicr, Hi or Btaits, Money Lender 
April 20 at 11.80 Off Rec, + st, th mg Staffs 

Biake, Ricnarp Joszru, Ilford, ber Merchant April 
Wats 14, lord row, 

Bainxman, B, Gt Tower st, Gentral vAgent April 22 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs st 

Boom Haagry, swindon, rocer April 20 at 11 Off Ree, 

wansea 


Cuarriety lo "Polbectone, —— 
9.15 Off Rec, 63, Castle st, Canterbur 
Coorzs. f tng, jun, Bhiwderin, Mon, Market Gardener 
ioe 22at123v Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 
n 
_Saxpemson, Underbank, Stockport, Licensed 
April 22 at 11 ‘Off Bec, Bounty chmbrs, 
Do oe van, Buse T ril t 11.30 
Wier, EDwarp, — A 21 a 
Off Rec st th Lome" Stafford 


April 28 at 


oe 








meRRY' 





———— 
KIN 








1904, 
reb 19 am 
ler Stogk. 
cer Lincola 
urham Pet 
Pet April ¢ 
8, Labour 
an Black. 
| Newport 
itford Pet 
3lacksmith 
A 


ford © Pet 


verton, nr 
4 Ond 


‘ine Mer. 
iter Pet 
r Maid. 






igh Court 
D, Glos, 
pril 7 
lngston 
ictu iller 
ectioner 
rd Pet 
28, Coal 


» Ingur- 
7 


lo 
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FRRRY WEATHER: LOMDON 
MERRYWEATHER’S “ VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 










MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


= Earl Fitzhardinge. 


MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING. 


The ** VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out. Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK’ 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 
E. W. at, Esq. 


Lord Gifford. Earl Scurboroug’ 

Lord Pirbright. ong F. de Be thechild. 

Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). | Hon. D. Waring. 

Sidney Harrison, ., J.P. | Sir Philli Egerton. 

Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. Miss A. de Kothschild. 
A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 8290. 











KING’S COLLEGE, LONDON. 
ONDON INTERMEDIATE and FINAL 
LL.B. and SOLICITORS’ INTERMEDIATE | 
EXAMINATIONS. Classes for the above are held at the | 
College in the evenings 
a Jatermetiate and Final LIU,B. Class meets on 


iate LL.B. Class meets on April 27th. 
Ne Digest for Final LL.B., Oct. 1904, meets on 


or mat “oer apply to the Secretary, King’s 
College, Strand, W.C. ¥ ; 











wit Solicitors in charge of Estate of late 

Mrs. (married name not known) xé? Elizabeth 
Hailes, aoa address Mrs. A. Paterson, 12, Carlton-road, 
Sou! ee ae for information as to next- of-kin, who are, it 
is believed, being searched for. 








R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS” FINAL and | 

TE ATIONS ; payment by result. 

—Particulars - t . ene , personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lan 


NOLICI TORS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES Candi- 
te the Preliminary, Intermediat®, and Final Exami- 
in Class or by ‘Correspondence. - For oe 

apply = hb R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, Londo: 


WANTED, by Young Solicitor sore 
April, 1903), a Situation as Conveyancing ets 


caprionees i in that branch and Trustee and Probate 
Accounts ; good references. —G., 5, Fellows-road, 


























’ please write to W. Grover, 





Butcher, Lo’ 
100, abe — at 1 pha 


RAY’S INN.—Two Ground Floor Offices 
Gos to Let.—Apply Messrs. Furser, 3, Warwick-court, 
y’s-inn, W.C. 


AW COSTS in all Gopertmnenie Drawn 
and Settled, from papers or otherwise, for Delivery or 
tion ; moderate terme ; ;} experienced dra: 






















Wit Solicitors inquiring for “ W. Gr over, | 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
pM ted a 
8. 
Abstracts Copied pe 0 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts an 2 3 per.20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted ie 2 0 per sheet. 
Full Copies 02 pet folio. 
PAPER. a 1d. “per sheet ; raft, gd. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, aenahahaline, Holborn, E.C. 


| ESIDENTIAL CHAMBERS, also Offices, 

suitable for on Architects, Public Companies, 

and good to be Let, in in Clifford’ 's-inn; terms 
me — Apply 


“eek 2, Army and Navy- 
mansions, Victoria street, S S.W. 
A DVOWSON for Sale in Somerset ; 


income £130 per annum and apne A house; 


= situated near town and railway ; = 
y porsession.—Address, 100, 


Hand’ Library, Bator 


to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 

<P m can be immediately 

hold or — Securities, Rever- 
ible 

. — Apply, 

| Weeeean P. Naty eg Soli agg Pinner’s Hall, 

Winchester-street, 

















FREEHOLD GROUND- _— bag £550 


Bloc in the fashionable part of 
Ke ; rack-rents £2,300 per annum, derived from 


tenants leases ; for Sale to pay near 
4 Per eent.— Particular of Aer. Davip ted = & to, 
15, Nicholas-lane, E. 













testimonials ; London and P: Lex. “ a 
: an ) - 
me & Son, 81, Chancery-lane, woo agiehe os! 
Dvor, Joun Witutam Haxey, Lincs, Shoemaker 
1 A 
@ at 11.80 Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln ated 
ARELICH, STEFANO, Swansea, Ice’ Cream Vendor Apeil 21 
@ at 12.30 OF Ree, 81, yeoman rd, ye 
mRRanD, Punip, Windy Arbour, » Cheadle, 
Staffs, Farmer April 21 at 12 “OR tos Kine King at, New- 
Gulean 7 es taffs 
, ILLIAM RNEST, 
6 April 25 at 11 Bankrup' eaene ae — 
_— Faepenio -" Mansfield. Notts, Baker April 20 at 11 
a Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park’ st, Notts 
LLEL, jing Daiston, Boot Mauufactarer April 21 
I at 2.30 Bankruptey ig#, Carey at 
~—_ Josern Wituiam, Fen‘on, Staffs, Potter s Ware- 
aeons April 20 at 12 Off" Reo, King at, Newcastle, 






Jackson, Wititiam Hewnr 
. Y, Gatneborough, Shopkeepe: 
April 27 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Linsola mages 


Jenks, CHARLES Samugy, Kast Guae Builder 


April 
Rail 
Harwich, Glcter April So at 2 Of 


Jounsox, Joun Crewpson, and Hues Stevenson Larrp, 
Li Timber Merchan at 


ts 2.30 Of 
Rec, Victoria st, Li 
— > Joszpn, West Brom Corn Dealer April 22 at 
domme, Pre Neath, G , Gas Producer April 
2lat12 Off Rec, 3i, 
Karrennos, Jans Curistian, St John st, West Smithfield, 
Provision Merchant April 25 at 12 cy bidgs. 


K Ye Ta Brockley April 25 at 2.30 
INIPPLE, Grornas Tuomas, a 
Bankru 





—— | Nonrox Tomas Ext, Hants, sSmith A 
2at3 Off Rec, st, aes 
Pixcues, Henry Herserr. ‘arwick, Grocer 
April 20 at 1030 Off Rec, 17, st, Coventry 
Portes, ae, ee Hull, Grocer April 20 at 
11 Off Ree, ‘Trinity House In, H 
Raynor, = Tuomas, Leeds, Maltster April 20 at 


Rr ng oe M iethyr TydQl, Builder April 20 at 12 135, 
Es, JouN, Me! 
E Merthyr Tyafil 





Ro High et, U; Bangor, Clerk April 20 

BERTS, EDWARD Ry b 
.30 Crypt chmbrs, row, Chester 

Rosrvoril 2i at 12, Bankruptcy int"... 

al ey 

Basi, AszRt, Bulwell, inghe, Baker April 20 at 
11.30 Off Bec, 4° men Park st, Notti 

ScaMMELL, b reg Vic- 
tualler April 2 at 12" "14, Bedford row 

Suvemer, Tuomas, Bolton, Joiner i 2 at 3 19, 
Exchange st, Bol 

Sovrsan, Samu Hazel Cheshire, Solicitor Apnil 20 


Of 
mite aa Winstun ‘Bolton, Grocer April 21 at 3 


1 

Stoves, Hzexry Wri11am, Lincoln, Motor Dealer April 27 

at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Trssatts, Wituiam Arruur Braprorp, Elmbridge, 

bs 5 April 21 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen 

Wa rox, Georcr, Pudsey, Yorks, Grocer April 22 at 3 
Off Rec, 29. Tyrrel st, Bradford 


, Flint, Joiner and Builder 
Pen. oy mbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Younes, Harry Exe 


Say Cambridge, Grocer 
April 20 at 12.30 Off Bee, 5, etty Cury, Cambridge 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


WItiiaMs, Davi, 
April 20 at 11 


Batpwis, Henry, 
tacturer 


manne AR, JOsEPH,  Srenbey, rp , Carver 
Bove, Louis WILLIAM, swater ter, Major High Court 
Bi ne | ed and Lixa Burt: 
UTTERICK, CHARLES, A Tr om 
Hull Kingston upon Hull Pet April 8 April 8 
Cn.snue, wie Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet April 9 
Courtwgy, JAMES, —" iim Innkeeper Salisbury Pet 
March 26 Ord April 7 
Deas, Gees ta ieee Cotes Stock- 
pri. Ant 
Duck, Jous Win, Shoemaker Lincoln 
Pet April 


8 ay ra Anes 
a te 


a. wes, Peren, Cho » Tones, Wine Merchant Bolton 
Fro Tinpeton = ee Wastin, Stores Dealer 
Ki ets March 7 et 7 


G J 4 Darwen, Lancs, Rail Signalman Black- 
ILLER, JOBN, ilway 
Pet Apel’ | Ord Ord April 8 
— Jonny, Blacksmith 
Fepagelt Ox F Y Grey Cloth 
Sune dns, Howat, Chea int, " 

Merchant =. — April 9 
Hiscock, WALTER Lng Whitstable, K Vern 
Manufacturer Court Pet Feb 16 ‘Ora Rt 
Ho.pswortn, Pav, Plasterer Pet 
ssid 


ine Mer- 


ny, Water In, Gt Tower 
Rye Ora 
Timber 
Pet March #9 Ord April 7 
Jenks, Cuartes Samvst, East pute Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet March 10 Ord 
Jounsox, Epwarp, Clothier ‘Colchester Pet 
Ord April 6 A 
Laine, CHARLES Cm =e apeitane , Draper Maid- 
Lopsr, Wiitiam Epwis, on Severn, Glos, 
ch Pet April 7 Ord April 7 
MILLER, Bull Het apes. Ord Apel Grocer Kingston 
Newton, Wiiu1aM Cuaaies, Reed Rochdale, Licensed 
Pet April 7 Ord April T 
ow<hoal ¢ "Ord Apel Watchmaker Sedford Pet 
a , Confectioner Pontypridd 
Oe April 8 
Panis, Bastertoa, nr Devizes, Coal 
Bath Rig Ord April 9 


Parxrneoy, James Mansgatt, Sgn ye Bee. 
ance coms Kingstéa upon Hull April? Ord 
Pincngs, a HERBERT one. Warwick, Grocer 
rowsen tas flngon pen Hal ull, Grocer Kiagston 
upon Hull Pet 
Ravrorsp, Lirewettyy Wartsox, ~ ag Rochester 


Rochester Pet April8 Ord April 8 
Ravegr, Witwiam Tuomas, Leeda, Maltster Leeds Pet 


April 7 Ord 
neat ous Hawa Durham, : Draper Sunderland Pet 
neon: a Wentworth st, Shoreditch, Draper 


Hoverron, Joux 
Hupsowx, eae ee, 
chant 


Humpurey, ee 








Kuuy, Breanna. Eastcheap April 20 at 12 
kruptcy Carey at 

Lamine, CHARLES WELBBRRY, iis, Draper April 21 
atll Off Ree, 9, e > Gh y 

i et Ann, eo Licensed Victualler April 

McDownatp, Jones, VA Fish Dealer 

on eas 
Moura, Bane 2 The ct otel, Cross 
30" Bankrupicy bldgs, Care 


High Court Pet March 30 Ori April 9 


























535 ay VERE BS 


ERG ETT a 
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Roomz, Tsomas Witr1am, Rawmarsh, nor Rotherham, 
Yorks, Brick Manufacturer Sheffield Pet Feb 23 


April 9 

re Lov: ams Croydon, Jeweller Croydon Pet Feb 24 
Or 

Ps. ay Jouz, Stretford, nr Manchester, Labourer 
Salford Pet April8 Ord "April 8 

Suunmer, Tuomas, Bolton, Foreman Joiner Bolton Pet 
April 6 Ord April 6 

Srooner, Atrrep James, St John st, West Smithfield, 
Auctioneer High Court Pet Jani4 Ord April 7 

Srewarp, James Wim, Boltoo, Grocer Bolton Pet 
April 7 Ord April 7 

Tayior, Grorez, Wetherby, Yorks, Boot Maker York 
Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Tuomas, Puttip ALEXANDER, South Hampstead, Consulting 
Engineer High Court Pet Feb17 Ord April9 


Tispatts, Wittiam Artaur Braprorp, Elmbridge. 
WwW r, Farmer Worcester Pet April 9 Ord 
April 9 


Wattoy, Grorae, win Yorks, Grocer Bradford Pet 
April 8 Ord April 8 

Wituiams, Water, Wrexham, Denbigh, Draper Wrex- 
ham ‘Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Wootves, Epwarp, Park, Enfield, Builder 
Edmonton Pet April 8 Ord Apnl 8 


Amended notice substituted for that eet in the 
London Gazette of March 22 


Keywoop, Ricuarp, —— Plumber Brighton Pet 
March18 Ord March 1 


ADJU neni ANNULLED. 


Howanrp, Dantet, Luton, ew Grocer Luton Adjud 
Jan7 Annul March 2 








(yrs sine CROSS HOSPITAL 
MEDICAL SCHOOL. 


The 8U — SESSION, 1904, will commence on 
MONDAY, ‘MAY ond. 

Cuantso Cross Hosritau is within three minutes’ walk 
of the Royal Dental Hospital of London, and the hours of | 
Lectures are arranged to suit the convenience of both | 
General and Dental Students. 

The Hospital and School are situated within two minutes | 
of both Charing Cross Stations, and the Athletic Ground at | 
Eltham can be reached within half-an-hour from Charing | 


THE SCHOOL PROSPECTUS, containing full in- | 
formation concerning the classes, prizes, and all 
other arrangements connected with the Medical | 
School, will be sent on application to the DEaN, 
Chandos-street, Strand, W.C 
ERBERT F. WATERHOUSE, Dean. 


LAW PARTNEKSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS, | 

For Vacancies in Town and Country, or for Introduction 
to Gentlemen requiring above, apply to 

J. HARCOURT SMITH, | 
Partnership Agent and Law Costs Draftsman. 


61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
Late or 63, Cuancrery Lave. 
N.B.—MORTGAGE SECURITIES WANTED. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, | 


LimiTeD, 








PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pargwiamestany Bitis, Mixutes or Evipence, Booxs ob | 
Reregzence, Statements or Ciaim, Answers, &c., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all Gencral and Commercial 
Every description of Printing 





Printere of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





(EstaBiisHep 1828), 


Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
verty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 





LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans oy | be Ca; 
» CLA ON Joint 
F. i CLAYTON, Secretaries. 





ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 

No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(REMOVED FRom 5 WHITEHALL.) 
Established 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 

Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 
Share and Debenture Capital £619,870. 
Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans o1 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
eharges. Policies Purchased. 








(9th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets « 2# # £158,000. 





CHAIRMAN: 
Sir HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Banzr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 

Borrowers Interest 4 per "cent, Monthi es 
which include Principal, Premium, a Talore too 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 15s. oa. 
| 18 years, 14s, 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, 


FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


half-a-guinea 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personul 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 


PARTRIDGE 


® Coopen 


JUDICATURE FORM CASE 


24 Divisions, Prices from 34/- 
iMMastrated List Free on application, 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Lii, 
191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC, " 
PHG@NIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
419, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London, 


Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured fre of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 


S U N » CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 


A. W. QOvEINE, District Manager. 
FORDs IN Sos - - £§2,386,639., 























FIRE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 





Prospectus free of 
Q. P. CRUISES 
IN SUNNY LANDS. 
The Orlent-Pacifio Line will despatch the twin-screw 
steamer ORONTES, 9,023 tons register, 

To MOROCCO, BALEARIC ISLANDS, ALGERIA, &c., 
from London 20th May, visiting TANGIER, PALMA, 
ALGIEBS, GIBBRAL’ ‘AR, and VIGO, arriving back in 
London 4th J une. 


15 DAYS for 15 Guineas and upwards. 
e 


Managers : 
| F. came ¢ S CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 


Office: FENCHURCH AVENUE 
For Passage apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.C.; or to West End Branch Office, 28, Cockspur- 
street, 8.W. 





Ask your grocer for 


EPPS’S. 


(The most nutritious) 


COCOA 


And take no other. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
| FOR INVALIDS 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 





| 





In Flasks, price 2/6. 


| 


| SOLD EVERY W HERE. 


| 
| 








BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 


H.M.S. “CONWAY” SCHOOL SHIP 
MOORED IN THE MERSEY. 


Designed to give a sound TxcunicaL and Geyesal 
| pDesigned to boys desirous of entering the Mencaytis 
| Marine and dae professions. Severna, Nominations 

} E Roya Nava Capersuirs. Physical culture a special 
| feature. 

For full particulars and prospectus apply to the Com- 

peered nana H. W. BROADBENT, R.N.R., Rock Ferry, 








| 
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PROBATE VALUATIONS | 


y PO 





mend our Fiem to Executore 
requiring Valuations. 


The Members of the LEGAL PROFESSION 
are respectfully requested to kindly Recom- 
and others 


LONDON, W. 
ESTABLISHED 1772. 





c= WoL 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, occ aerial 


SONS 


pat 5 a 


T 
Suitab! 
THE | 
Morig 


LEGA 


BREESE rea: 


